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LETTER,  &c. 


of  medicine  be  a common  concern  of  mankind, 
yet  the  polity  of  the  medical  profeffion  more  im- 
mediately interests  thofe,  whofe  peculiar  know- 
ledge and  experience  beft  qualify  them  to  judge 
of  its  advantages  and  defects.  To  my  medical 
brethren,  therefore,  I efpecially  addrefs  ihyfelf 
while  I inveftigate  the  means  of  promoting  fcien- 
tific  improvement,  and  profeffional  refpe&ability. 

Eftablifhments  of  two  kinds  are  eminently 
conducive  to  the  accomplifhment  of  thefe  ob- 
jects : firft,  thofe  whereby  adequate  inftrudtion  is 
provided  for  the  perfons  deftined  to  fill  the  feve- 
ral  departments  of  the  medical  profeffion  ; and, 
fecondly,  thofe  whereby  the  admiffion  of  practiti- 
oners to  thefe  departments  may  be  reftriCted,  and 
their  conduct  therein  regulated  by  wholefome 
rules  tending  to  the  mutual  good-underftanding 
of  the  feveral  members  of  the  profeffion,  and  to 
the  benefit  of  the  public. 


GENTLEMEN, 

LTHOUGH  the  improvement  of  the  fcience 


B 


On 
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On  the  former  of  thefe  topics  I am  impelled 
by  peculiar  circumftances  to  addrefs  myfelf  to 
you  at  the  prefent  jun&ure.  My  object  is  to 
render  you  acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the 
provifions  and  plans  which  have  been  made  for 
the  eftablilhment  of  a fchool  of  phyfic  in  this 
kingdom,  and  to  call  your  attention  to  fuch  cir- 
cumftances of  our  prefent  inftitution  as  appear  to 
require  amelioration. 

In  treating  of  this  fubjeft  I labour  under  a pe» 
culiarly  painful  necefiity  of  differing  materially, 
and  not  even  fo  much  in  point  of  opinion  as  in 
point  of  faft,  from  a few  refpectable  gentlemen 
of  our  profeffion.  I lament  the  occafion  which 
has  involved  me  in  this  neceffity.  My  inclinati- 
ons lead  me  to  dedicate  to  other  occupations 
whatever  hours  I can  fpare  from  the  ordinary  du- 
ties of  my  profeffion  ; and  I love  my  affociates, 
and  mankind  in  general  too  well  not  to  turn  afide, 
if  poffible,  from  controverfy.  But  I conceive 
myfelf  now  engaged  in  a profeffional  duty.  May 
my  pen  appear  deflitute  of  afperity,  as  my  heart 
is  of  animofity  ! For  the  majority  of  thofe  mem- 
bers, whether  of  the  college  of  phyficians  or  of 
the  fenate,  whofe  conduft  refpefting  the  fchool  of 
phyfic  meets  my  decided  difapprobation,  I not 
only  continue  to  refpett  for  their  profeffional  ta- 
lents,and  their  private  urbanity,  but  am  even  ready 
to  clafs  with  thofe  of  whom  the  Tufculan  moralift 
obferved,  “ boni  in  errorem,  ficut  a2S  Corinthium 
“ in  aeruginem,  & incidunt  rarius,  & facilius  re- 
« vocantur.” 


Previous 
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Previous  to  my  making  any  obfervations  on 
the  prcfent  inftitution,  I folkit  your  attention  to 
a brief  narrative  of  fome  tranfadions,  the  know- 
ledge whereof  I conceive  indifpenfably  neceffary 
to  enable  you  to  form  a competent  judgment  of 
the  matters  which  I have  to  fubmit  to  your  con- 
fideration.  This  narrative  will  comprife  the  hit- 
tory  of  two  diftind  periods  ; the  one  from  the 
time  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  fcheme  to  that  of  the 
palling  of  the  a d for  the  eftabliihment  of  a com- 
plete fchool  of  phyfic  in  Ireland  ; the  other  from 
thence  to  the  prefent  time. 

Narrative  of  the  tranfadions  which  conduced  to 
the  EJiahliJhment  of  a complete  School  of  Phyfic 
in  this  Kingdom. 

ON  the  8th  of  June,  1704,  Sir  Patrick  Dunr 
ftate-phyfician,  and  prefident  of  the  King  and 
Queen’s  college  of  phyficians  in  Ireland,  perfed- 
ed  an  inftrument  entitled  te  The  fcheme  which  I 
tc  intend  to  have  obferved  for  the  eftablifliing  a 
<c  profeffor  of  phyfic  in  the  college  of  phyficians, 
<c  be  it  by  ad  of  parliament  or  otherwife  j’9 
wherein  he  declared  his  “ defire  and  intention 
<e  to  make  provifion  for  one  or  two  profelfors  of 
“ phyfic — and  that  for  falary  they  fhould  re- 
“ ceive  certain  rents — then  efiiinated  at  200I.  per 
“ annum,  clear  profit,”— -at  the  fame  time  en- 
quiring “ if  this  may  be  a comment  mainte- 
” nance  for  two  profeffors,  or  only  for  one  ?” 

Nov, 
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Nov.  1 6,  17 1 1,  Sir  P.  Dun  by  his  lad  will 
confirmed  the  aforefaid  inftrument,  and  direfted 
that  his  eftate  fhould  be  fo  conveyed  by  act  of 
parliament  or  otherwife  as  to  fulfil  his  intentions. 

Oft.  15, 17 1 5,  a charter  was  granted  by  George 
the  fecond  incorporating  one  profeffor  only  under 
fa^d  will  $ and  Dr.  Griffith  was  elected  the  firfl 
profeffor  on  the  foundation  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun. 

In  the  year  1719,  upon  Dr.  Griffith’s  death. 

Dr.  Grattan  was  appointed  to  fucceed  him.  Thefe 

profeffors  refpeftively  enjoyed  the  whole  income 

of  the  eftate,  from  the  time  of  the  election  of 
7 • /* 
each,  during  the  remainder  of  his  life*. 

In  the  year  1743,  the  15th  of  George  the  fe- 
cond, Dr.  Grattan  being  ftill  alive,  and  three 
leftureffiips  having  been  already  eftablifhed  in  1 ri- 
nity  College  in  the  branches  of  anatomy  and  chi- 
rurgery,  of  chymiftry,  and  of  botany,  an  aft  of 

parliament 

* It  may  not  be  amifs  to  obferve  that  thefe  profeffors  did 
not  obtain  their  rights  without  fome  forenftc  trouble.  Two 
decrees  in  chancery  were  given  in  favour  of  Dr.  Grattan  ; one 
whereby  he  and  his  fucceffors  became  .vetted  with  the  eftate 
bequeathed  for  the  maintenance  of  profeffors ; and  another 
whereby  he  was  adjudged  upwards  of  izcol.  arrears  of  his 
falary,  which  under  various  pretences  had  been  withheld  from 
him.  Perhaps  it  was  fortunate  for  him  that  the  exped.ency 
of  alienating  the  chief  part  of,  Sir  Patrick  Dun's  funds  to  the 
ereftion  and  fupport  of  an  hofpital  happened  not  to  be  among 
thofc  pretences  : At  lead  he  was  fortunate  in  not  living  iq 

thefe  times. 


• C 5 ] . 

parliament  was  patted  “ for  vacating  the  office  of 
<e  king’s  profeflor  in  the  city  of  Dublin  upon  the 
f{  death  or  furrender  of  the  prefent  king’s  pro- 
“ feflor,  and  for  erecting  three  profeflorfhips  of 
“ phyfic  inflead  thereof,”  which  after  reciting 
that  the  eftate  had  rifen  in  value  fo  as  to  afford  a 
competent  provifion  for  three  profeffors,  ena&s 
that  there  fhould  be  three  profeflorfhips  on  the 
foundation  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun,  in  the  following 
branches,  viz.  the  theory  and  practice  of  phyfic* 
chirurgery  and  midwifery,  and  antient  and  mo- 
dern pharmacy,  and  the  materia  medica;  and 
enacts  that  no  profeflor  fhould  hold  two  of  faid 
profeflorfhips,  nor  a le&urefhip  or  profefforfhip 
in  Trinity  College ; and  ena&s  that  the  real  and 
perfonal  eftate  bequeathed  by  Sir  Patrick  Dun, 
for  that  purpofe,  fhould  be  veiled  in  the  college 
of  phyficians  in  trull  to  permit  faid  three  profef- 
fors, and  their  fucceffors  for  their  feveral  falaries 
to  take  the  rents  and  profits  thereof  equally 
among  them. 

To  thefe  profeflorfhips  Sir  Nathaniel  Barry, 
Dr.  Quin,  and  Dr.  Barber  were  elefted. 

After  a period  of  about  thirty-fix  years  had 
elapfed,  the  college  of  Phyficians,  with  the  con- 
fent  of  thefe  profeffors,  (who  were  all  then  alive,) 
conceived  the  defign  of  new-modelling  the  pro- 
feflbrfhips  to  be  eltabliflied  after  their  demife. 
for  this  purpofe  the  following  meafures  were 
taken,  which  I prefume  will  be  moft  unexcep- 

tionably 


[ M 

tionably  detailed  by  exaft  tranfcripts  from  the 
minutes  of  the  college  of  phyficians.  Thefe  mi- 
nutes,  having  been  laid  before  parliament,  have 
already  acquired  publicity. 

Feb.  ii,  1783.  Dr.  Hill  being  prefident  of 
the  college  of  phyficians,  “ Doaors  Saunders, 

»«  Harvey,  Hopkins,  Plunket,  and  Cullen,  were 
« appointed  a committee  to  confider  of  the  new 
“ regulation  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  profefforfhips. 

March  3,  1783.  “The  committee  reported, 

and  defired  leave  to  fit  again,  which  was 

unanimoufly  granted.” 

April  17,  1783.  “ The  committee  reported, 

“ having  made  progrefs,  and  defired  leave  to  fit 
“ again,  which  was  granted.” 

May  5,  1783.  “ The  committee  reported,  and 
« defired  leave  to  fit  again,  which  was  granted.” 

“ Refolved,  that  the  following  meffage  be  fent 
<«  to  the  provoft  and  fenior  fellows  of  Trinit) 
£C  College. 

tc  The  college  of  phyficians,  defirous  of  con- 

c<  certing  with  the  members  of  the  univerfity  a 

sc  plan  conducive  to  the  advancement  of  fcience, 

“ and  the  mutual  benefit  of  both  bodies,  have 

“ appointed  their  prefident  Dr.  Hill,  and  Dr. 

“ Hutchefon,  for  the  purptfe  of  conferring  on 

“ that 
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* 

84  that  fubjeft  with  fuch  members  of  the  board 
88  as  they  (hall  appoint ; and  requeft  that  the 
44  board  may  appoint  fuch  time  and  place  for 
“ the  fame  conference  as  to  them  may  feem  ex- 
88  pedient.” 

84  June  16,  1783.  88  Ordered,  that  the  pre- 

“ fident  and  Dr.  Hutchefon  take  the  earlieft  op- 
“ portunity  of  conferring  with  the  delegates 
“ from  the  univerfity  of  Dublin,  and  laying 
“ before  them  the  heads  of  the  intended  regula- 
“ tion  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  profeiTorfhips. 

July  28,  1783.  <c  The  report  of  the  com* 
84  mittee  read  and  approved  of.”  * 


84  The  REPORT  of  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  College  of  Physicians  to  conlider 
84  a new  arrangement  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s 
84  Profeflorlhips. 


The  Committee  having  confidered  the 
44  feveral  matters  referred  to  it  by 
44  the  college,  it  appears, 

44  iff. 

* This  report  deferves  particular  attention,  efpeeially  fuch 

parts  of  the  plan  it  contains,  as  relate  to  the  diftribution  of 

t e fuojefts  of  medical  ledures,  and  to  the  falaries  pro- 

pofed  to  be  annexed  to  the  profeiTorfhips.  It  appears  amongft 

t e college  records  in  a feparate  fafciculus  drawn  out  by  a 

c erk,  but  containing  feveral  corredions  in  the  hand-writing 

the  prefident  of  the  college,  and  is  fubferibed  with  the 

autography  of  the  rcfpe&ive  members  whofe  names  arc  an- 
nexed to  it. 
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“ ift.  That  the  intention  of  Sir  Patrick 
« Dun  in  the  devife  of  his  eflate  for  the  purpofe 
« of  founding  a profefforfhip  of  phyfic  in  Dub- 
« Hn,  was  to  eftablifh  a fchool  of  phyfic  in  that 
“ city ; as  may  be  colledted  from  the  words  of 
“ the  original  deed,  in  which  Sir  Patrick  Dun 
« himfelf  propofes  to  eftablifh  two  profefforfhips, 

« if  the  maintainance  fhall  be  fufficient.  ( Ad  of 
“ Parliament , p.  6.J 

« 2d.  That  the  college  of  phyficians  in  con- 
« junaion  with  the  then  profeffor,  feeing  the 
« intentions  of  the  teftator  in  this  light,  and 
« thinking  it  their  duty  to  further  them,  did 
“ fome  time  after  the  death  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun, 
« make  application  to  parliament,  fetting  forth, 
“ that  the  good  and  charitable  intentions  of  Sir 
« Patrick  Dun,  would  be  more  effeaually  an- 
« fwered,  and  the  public  good  more  promoted 
« by  dividing,  on  the  next  vacancy,  the  profef- 
« forfhip  of  phyfic  into  three  profelforfliips.” 

(Ad.  p.  20 .) 

« ^d.  That  accordingly  in  the  year  1747? 

“ an  aft  was  paffed  ordaining  the  profefforfhip  of 

“ phyfic  to  be  divided,  on  the  next  vacancy, 

“ into  three  profelTorlhips,  affigning  at  the  fame 

“ time  as  a ground  of  the  new  regulation,  ‘ that  the 

“ rents  of  the  ellate  are  confiderably  improved 

“ and  rifen,  and  likely  to  rife  much  higher,  in- 

“ fomuch  that  they,  together  with  the  produce 

“ or 
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f<  of  the  perfonal  eftate,  will  afford  a competent 
<s  provifion  for  three  profeffors. ” ( 10.) 


<c  4th.  That  the  rents  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s 
“ eftate  have,  fince  the  time  of  the  above  regu- 
“ lation,  rifen  confiderably  j infomuch  that  the 
“ intentions  of  the  teftator  may  now  be  fulfilled 
“ by  the  eftablifhment  of  a complete  fchool  of 
“ phyfic. 

cc  5th.  That  by  the  tenor  of  the  above-menti- 
“ oned  aft  the  profeffors  are  to  be  chofen  by  pub- 
“ lie  examination,  a circumftance  which  the  com- 
“ mittee  apprehends  has  a manifeft  tendency  to 
“ defeat  the  benevolent  intentions  of  Sir  Pa- 
“ trick  Dun  ; as  it  is  now  well  eftablifhed  that 
“ public  examination  is  a very  equivocal  tell 
“ indeed  of  genuine  merit  j but  in  the  prefent 
inftance  is  peculiarly  improper,  as  it  effeftu- 
te  ally  excludes  men  whofe  fkill  and  abilities  pro- 
<c  mife  them  fuccefs  in  the  practice  of  phyfic  in 
this  city,  the  committee  holding  it  to  be  mo- 
“ rally  certain  that  fuch  men  will  not  fubjeft 
li  themfelves  to  a public  profeftional  examination, 
“ where  inferior  abilities  may  fucceed,  and  the 
ignorant  prejudices  of  the  audience  effeftually 
ct  ruin  their  profeftional  charafler. 

6th.  That  by  the  fame  aft,  theleffcures  are  to 
be  delivered  in  the  Latin  language;  another  cir- 
cumftance  which  appears  to  the  committee  to 
tc  militate  againft  the  original  plan  of  Sir  Patrick 
Dun,  as  it  has  the  bad  effeft  of  charging  the 

C “ profeffors 
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44  profeffors  with  unneceflary  trouble  in  certain 
44  departments,  the  knowledge  of  which  may  be 
44  ufeful  to  many  perfons  who  have  not  had  a claf- 
44  fical  education. 

44  7th.  That  the  le&ures  are  to  be  delivered 
44  three  days  in  the  week  only,  and  that  during 
44  the  college  terms.  This  the  committee  highly 
44  difapproves,  being  convinced  that  fo  defultory 
44  and  unconne&ed  a method  of  ftudying  medi- 
44  cine  in  all  or  any  of  its  branches  is  inadequate 
st  to  the  purpofe  ; while  at  the  fame  time  it  puts 
“ ftudents  to  the  inconvenience  and  expenfe  of 
44  either  refiding  the  whole  year  in  Dublin,  or  of 
44  making  feveral  journies  to  and  from  faid  city  . 
44  add  to  which  that,  by  the  prefent  arrangement 
44  of  college  terms,  fome  of  the  courfe  includes 
44  fuch  feafons  of  the  year  as  mud  make  anato- 
44  mical  inftru&ion  highly  inconvenient  and  dan- 
44  gerous,  and  others  which  render  the  pra&ice  of 
44  botany  altogether  impoflible. 

44  8th.  That  by  the  above  aft  the  le&ures  are 
44  to  be  delivered  gratis.  To  this  the  committee 
44  have  only  to  objefl  the  univerfal  experience  of 
44  all  times  and  countries ; gratuitous  leclures  not 
44  having  heretofore  been  found  ufeful  in  the 
44  fmalleft  degree. 

44  From  all  thefe  circumftances  carefully  weigh* 
44  ed  and  examined,  the  committee  is  of  opinion 

44  that  it  will  much  tend  to  the  advantage  of  the 

44  nation 
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tc  nation  at  large,  and  of  this  city  in  particular, 
“ if  an  application  be  forthwith  made  to  parlia- 
“ ment  by  the  college  of  phyficians,  jointly  with 
“ the  prefent  profeifors,  praying  fuch  an  arnend- 
“ ment  of  the  adt  as  may  remedy  thefe  inconve- 
“ niencies,  and  eftablifh  a complete  fchool  of 
“ phyfic  upon  liberal  principles. — This  the  com- 
“ mittee  hopes  and  believes  may  be  efl'edted  by 
“ amending  the  prefent  adt  according  to  the  fol- 
“ lowing  Plan,  which  is  fubmitted  with  much  de- 
“ ference  to  the  confideration  of  the  college  at 
<c  large. 


plan. 

tc  i.  Six  profeifors  to  be  appointed  in  place 
“ of  three,  who  fhall  teach  the  following  branches, 
“ according  to  fuch  diftribution  among  the  faid 
“ profeifors  as  from  time  to  time  fhall  feem  fit  to 
“ the  college ; viz.  anatomy,  furgery,  inftitutes, 
<c  and  pradlice  of  medicine,  chymiftry,  materia- 
cc  medica,  botany,  natural-hillory,  pharmacy ; 

and,  whenever  means  can  be  devifed  for  the 
<c  maintenance  of  a fufficient  number  of  patients, 
“ clinical  ledtures  to  be  given  upon  their  cafes. 

The  fix  profeifors  to  be  eledted  immediately 
“ on  the  firfl:  vacancy,  the  income  of  that  va- 
“ cancy  to  be  equally  divided  among  the  fix  new 
profeifors,  and  the  income  of  each  fubfequent  va- 

“ cancy 
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“ eancy  to  be  divided,  equally  between  the  aforefaid 
“ fa  profejjors* 

“ If  any  medical  profeffor  of  the  univerfity  of 
“ Dublin  (hall  be  chofen  to  fill  any  of  the  pro- 
« fefforfhips  to  be  eftabliftied  under  this  new  ar- 
“ rangement:,  faid  profeffor  fhall  only  receive  fuch 
“ a fum  from  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  eftate  as,  toge- 
“ ther  with  the  ftipend  received  from  the  univer- 
« fity,  fhall  amount  to  a fum  equal  to  that  re- 
**  ceived  by  any  other  profeffor  under  faid  ar- 
iC  rangement.  f 

“ 2. 

* It  deferves  here  to  be  particularly  remarked , that  the  in- 
come of  Sir  P.  Dun's  eftate  was  then  926I.  8s.  8d.  per  annum  ; 
confequently,  each  king’s  profeffor  under  this  arrangement 
would  receive  for  falary  one-fixth  of  the  whole,  or  154b  a 
year  ; the  exa ft  fum  (viz.  one-fourth  of  two-thirds  of  926I. 
8s.  8d.  per  annum)  to  which  it  was  aftually  intended  and  lite- 
rally expreffed  that  each  king’s  profeffor  fhould  be  entitled  on 
his  election  under  the  aft  of  the  25th  of  the  king,  according 
to  the  interpretation  of  that  aft  for  which  I have  uniformly 
contended  ; and  which  aft  my  opponents  acknowledge  was 
framed  fo  as  to  regulate  the  profeffors’  falaries  agreeably  to 
this  plan,  although  they  miftate  the  plan. 

It  deferves  further  to  be  remarked  that  the  income  of  Sir 
F.  Dun’s  eftate  being  now,  in  confequence  of  the  rife  of 
lands,  1262I.  per  annum,  each  king's  profeffor  under  tins 
arrangement  would  receive  for  falary  210I.  a year,  which  is 
nearly  equal  to  the  averaged  amount  of  the  prefent  annual  fa- 
lary of  each  univerfity  profeffor. 

f This  whole  paragraph  (which  is  rh  the  hand-writing  of 
the  prefident)  appears  to  have  been  erafed  and  again  reftored  : 
The  preceding  paragraph  (which  is  in  the  cler*.  s hand- 
writing) has  undergone  no  alteration  or  correftion  whatever. 
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“ 2.  The  power  of  eledlion  to  be  veiled  in  the 
4C  prefident  and  fellows  of  the  college  of  phyfici- 
“ ans,  the  provoft  of  Trinity  College,  and  the 
te  profeffor  of  medicine  in  faid  college,  or  the 
cc  major  part  of  them  ; and  in  cafe  of  an  equality 
■6  of  voices  on  an  election,  the  prefident  of  the 
“ college  of  phyficians,  or  in  his  abfence  the  vice 
“ prefident  to  have  the  calling  voice. 

I 

fe  3.  The  eledlors,  or  the  major  part  of  them, 
“ to  poffefs  the  power  of  removing  at  pleafure 
“ every  profeffor  for  negleft,  mifconduft,  or  in- 
<c  fufficiency. 

“ 4-  No  ele&or’s  fuffrage  to  be  valid  in  his 
“ own  favour. 

“ 5*  Each  profefforfhip  to  become  ipfo  fafto 
“ vacant  at  the  end  of  every  feventh  year  from 

the  date  of  election ; at  the  expiration  of 
c<  which  time  the  former  profeffor  may  be  re- 
iC  eledled. 

“ 6.  The  leisures  of  each  profeffor,  thofe  on 
**  botany  excepted,  to  commence  on  the  firfl 
“ Monday  in  November,  and  continue  four  days 
“ in  the  week  at  leaft,  until  the  end  of  April. 

7*  Leflures  on  botany  to  commence  the 
“ fecond  Monday  in  May,  and  continue  until 
“ the  end  of  July. 

“ 8.  Every 
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“ 8.  Every  perfon  who  has  a medical  degree, 
« and  who  has  fubmitted  to  the  examinations 
« before  the  college  of  phyficians  required  of 
(i  every  perfon  previous  to  his  being  admitted  a 
« licentiate  in  medicine,  without  exception  of 
“ country  or  religion,  to  be  eligible  to  any  of 
w the  profeflforfhips. 

*c  g.  Every  vacancy  to  be  advertifed  imme- 
« diately  in  the  London  and  Dublin  gazettes, 
ci  fuch  advertifement  to  be  continued  two 
“ months. 

“ io.  The  election  to  be  held  within  three 
<£  months  from  the  vacancy,  and  every  candidate 
« to  give  in  his  name  to  the  prefident  of  the 
te  college  of  phyficians  one  month  at  lealt  before 
M the  time  of  election. 

“n.  None  of  the  profeffors  firft  eletfed  to 
« be  obliged  to  begin  lectures  within  lefs  than 
« twelve  months  from  the  date  of  their  ele&ion. 

“ Arthr.  Saunders, 

“ WM.  Harvey, 

“ Fran8.  Hopkins, 

“ P.  Plunket, 

« Edm.  Cullen.” 


[ IS  J 

July  28,  1783,  “ Ordered,  that  four  copies 
44  of  the  above  report  be  immediately  made,  at 
“ the  expenfe  of  the  college  ; two  copies  for  the 
44  ufe  of  the  college,  one  for  the  archbifhop  of 
44  Dublin,  and  one  for  the  provofl  of  Trinity 
44  College. 

44  Ordered,  that  Dr.  Hutchefon  and  Dr.  Hill 
44  wait  upon  his  grace  the  archbifhop  of  Dublin, 
44  to  prefent  him  a copy  of  the  above  report. 

“ Ordered,  that  as  foon  as  the  approbation  of 
“ the  archbifhop  of  Dublin,  and  the  provofl:  of 
44  Trinity  College  be  obtained,  the  neceffary 
44  papers  be  put  into  the  hands  of  council,  with 
44  a proper  fee,  for  the  purpofe  of  drawing  up  a 
44  petition  to  be  prefented  to  parliament.* 

Nov.  4,  1783.  44  A petition  of  the  college  to 
44  parliament,  relative  to  a change  in  the  eftab- 
“ hfhment  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  profefforfhips  in 

the  following  words  was  figned,  and  the  college 
44  feal  thereto  affixed. 


petition. 

It  appears  that  the  confent  of  thofe  perfonages  was  ob- 
tained ; for  I learn  from  a manufcript,  the  joint  compofition 
of  Drs.  Harvey  and  Perceval,  that  “ the  college  of  phyfici- 
" ans  laid  their  Pbn  before  his  majefty’s  attorney  general,  the 
t Pn^ent  baron  of  the  exchequer,  who  approved  of  the 

*'  fame  in  the  ftrongeft  terms."  The  petition  which  he 
drew  up  I infert. 
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PETITION. 

« To  the  Right  Honourable  and  Honourable  the 
‘c  Knights,  Citizens,  and  Burgelfes  in  Parlia- 
“ ment  alfembled. 

« The  humble  petition  of  the  prefident  and 
“ fellows  of  the  King  and  Queen’s  college  of 
“ phyficians  in  Ireland,  with  the  confent  and  ap- 
“ probation  of  Sir  Nathaniel  Barry,  Bart,  and 
“ Henry  Quin, Efq.  doctors  ofphyfic,thefurviving 
“ profelfors  under  the  will  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun, 

tc  SHEWETH, 

« That  by  an  a£t  made  in  this  kingdom  in 
“ the  twentieth  year  of  his  late  majefty’s  reign, 

“ intitled  an  aft  for  vacating  the  office  of  king’s 
“ profelfor  in  Dublin,  upon  the  death  of  the  pre- 
<c  fent  king’s  profelfor,  and  for  erecting  three 
« profelforffiips  of  phyfic  in  the  faid  city  inflead 
“ thereof;  the  faid  king’s  profelforffiip  of  phyfic 
(C  in  the  city  of  Dublin  was  divided  into  three 
“ profelforffiips,  viz.  a profelforffiip  of  the  theory 
« and  praftice  of  phyfic,  a profelforffiip  of  chi- 
« rurgery  and  midwifery,  and  a profelforffiip  of 
« antient  and  modern  pharmacy,  and  the  materia 

<c  medica. 

tt  That  various  difficulties  have  arifen  in  car- 
“ rying  the  faid  ad  into  execution,  occafioned 
“ by  the  manner  of  framing  the  fame,  and  that 
“ it  appears  to  your  petitioners  to  be  nece  * 
« fary  that  the  faid  aft  ffiould  be  altered  and 

“ amended. 


“ That 
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iC  That  for  the  purpofe  of  eftablifhing  a com- 
tc  plete  fchool  of  phyfic  in  this  kingdom,  and  to 
“ carry  more  effeftually  into  execution  the  be- 
“ neficent  intentions  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun,  de- 
“ ceafed,  the  founder  of  faid  profeflbrlhip,  it  ap- 
<c  pears  to  your  petitioners  to  be  nece{fary9  that  in 
“ the  place  of  the  faid  three  profeifors  fuch  pro- 
“ feffors  fliould  be  eftablifhed  as  fhould  teach 
il  the  following  branches,  according  to  fuch  dif- 
“ tribution  as  Ihould  be  from  time  to  time  di- 
“ reeled  by  the  prefident  and  fellows  of  the 
“ King  and  Queen’s  college,  and  their  fuccef- 
“ fors,  viz.  anatomy,  chirurgery,  inftitutes  and 
61  practice  of  medicine,  with  clinical  lectures, 
“ chymiftry,  materia  medica,  botany,  natural 
“ hiftory,  and  pharmacy,  and  that  the  mode  of 
“ eleftion  and  the  times  and  manner  of  lecturing 
“ Ihould  be  changed  according  to  a plan  already 
“ prepared  by  your  petitioners. 

i • 

“ That  Conftantine  Barber,  Efq.  doctor  of 
“ phyfic,  late  profelfor  of  pharmacy  and  the  ma- 
“ teria  medica  under  the  faid  aft,  died  on  the 
“ 13th  day  of  March  laft,  but  the  examinators 
“ appointed  by  the  faid  aft,  have  not  proceeded 
“ to  an  eleftion  in  order  to  give  an  opportunity 
“ of  laying  a matter  of  fo  much  importance  to 
“ the  public,  before  this  honourable  houfe,  and 
“ that  your  petitioners,  with  the  confent  of 
“ the  faid  Sir  N.  Barry,  profeffor  of  chirurgery 
“ and  midwifery,  and  Henry  Quin,  Efq.  profef- 
for of  the  theory  and  praftice  of  phyfic,  under 
D “ the 
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“ the  faid  aft  of  parliament,  are  defirous  to  have 
“ the  fame  altered  in  fuch  a manner  as  may 
“ bed  promote  the  edablilhment  of  a complete 
“ fchool  of  phyfic  in  this  kingdom. 

u May  it  therefore  pleafe  your  honours  to  take 
“ the  premifes  into  confideration,  and  do  therein 
<c  what  to  your  wifdom  ftiall  feem  meet. 

<e  Given  under  the  feal  of  the  King  and 
« Queen’s  college  of  Phyficians  in  Ireland,  this 
“ 4th  day  of  November,  1 7^3* 

« Signed  “ Arthur  Saunders,  Praef. 
<c  F.  Hutcheson, 

“ E.  Hill, 

“ WM.  Harvey, 

“ Fran5.  Hopkins, 

“ P.  Plunk et, 

“ Edmd.  Cullen, 

« Char3.  WM.  Quin,  Reg.” 

The  community  was  deprived  of  the  benefits  of 
an  aft  framed  according  %to  the  above  plan,  by  the 
critical  promotion,  at  this  junfture,  of  the  eminent 
lawyer  into  whofe  hands  it  was  confided  to  a fta- 
tion  befitting  his  fuperior  integrity  and  talents. 

However,  the  late  fecretary  of  date  (who  m 
his  capacity  of  provod  had,  it  appears,  already 
fignified  his  approbation  ot  the  plan)  depped  for- 
ward to  introduce  the  meafure  to  parliament. 

* * After 
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After  leave  had  been  granted  him  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  eflablifhing  a complete  fchool  of  phyfic  in 
this  kingdom,  a committee  of  enquiry  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  houfe  of  commons  ; before  which 
committee  feveral  eminent  phyficians,  and  fome 
members  of  the  univerfity  were  examined  touch- 
ing thofe  points  whereon  the  houfe  appeared  to 
require  information.  From  the  records  of  parli- 
ament wherein  the  evidence  given  before  this  com- 
mittee is  perpetuated  I derive  my  knowledge  of 
the  parliamentary  movements  of  this  period,  thefe 
tranfa&ions  having  taken  place  while  I was  pur- 
fuing  my  ftudies  abroad. 

It  appears  that  at  this  committee  feveral  altera- 
tions in  the  plan  of  the  college  of  phyficians  were 
contended  for,  upon  the  principle  of  adding  in- 
fluence and  authority  to  the  univerfity  and  to  the 
provofl:  of  Trinity  college  in  the  propofed  fchool 
of  phyfic.  They  contended  for  the  exclufive  pri- 
vilege of  conferring  medical  honours ; the  erec- 
tion of  their  own  medical  lefturefhips  into  profef- 
forfhips  co-ordinate  with  thofe  of  Sir  P.  Dunj 
and  the  reduftion  of  the  influence  of  the  college 
of  phyficians  in  the  election  of  Sir  P.  Dun’s  pro- 
feffors,  from  the  whole  college  being  ele&ors,  to 
three  reprefentatives  of  the  college  only,  in  con- 
junaion  with  the  provofl  and  profeffor  of  medi- 
cine of  the  univerfity  ; while  the  provofl:  and  fe- 
nior  fellows  of  Trinity  college  (as  fuperior  judges 
of  medical  merit)  fhould  ftill  preferve  the  undi- 

- vided 


C 20  J 

j A , , , * , 

vided  power  of  electing  the  univerfity  profeffors, 
in  feparate  conclave. 

The  college  of  phyficians,  alarmed  at  thefe 
proceedings,  appointed  a committee  on  Dec.  3, 

1783,  confifting  of  Do&ors  Harvey,  Cullen  and 
Quin,  “ to  take  the  tranfa&ions  of  the  committee 
“ of  thehoufe  of  commons  into  confideration 
On  Dec.  5,  received  and  approved  of  their  report : 
on  Dec.  1 1,  nominated  Doctors  Hutchefon,  Har- 
vey and  Plunket  in  addition  to  thofe  already  no- 
minated for  the  purpofe  of  attending  the  commit- 
tee of  the  houfe  of  commons  : and  on  March  2, 

1784,  “ Ordered  that  the  following  refolution  be 
“ prefented  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  of 
cc  the  houfe  of  commons.  * 

cc  The  college  of  phyficians  met  purfuant  to 
“ the  defire  of  the  honourable  committee  of  the 
“ houfe  of  commons,  and  are  unanimoufly  of 
“ opinion  that  the  right  of  eleftion  in  chufing 
“ Sir  P.  Dun’s  profefifors  fliould  be  verted  in  the 
<c  prefident  and  all  the  fellows  of  the  college  of 
“ phyficians,  except  fuch  of  them  as  are  candi- 
“ dates  for  the  then  vacant  profertbrfhip  or  pro- 
« feflorfhips,  together  with  the  provoft  of  Trinity 

tc  College,  and  the  profeffor  of  phyfic  in  the  fame. 

« And 

* The  minutes  of  this  meeting  bear  the  following  %* 
naturcs  : -Arthur  Saunders,  prae.  F.  Hutchefon,  E.  Hill, 
William  Harvey,  Francis  Hopkins,  P.  Plunket,  E.  Cullen, 
Daniel  Bryan,  E.  Brereton,  Robt.  Perceval. 
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“ And  the  college  is  decidedly  of  opinion  that 
“ no  other  mode  of  ele&ion  is  equally  advanta- 
“ geous  to  the  inflitution. 

<c  And  that  the  power  of  removal  fhould  be 

“ veiled  in  the  vifitors  of  the  faid  college  of  phy- 
c<  ficians. 

“ Signed  by  order, 

“ Edmd.  Cullen.’* 

v * > 

This  remonftrance  (which,  by  the  bye,  was 
fruitlefs)  (hews  how  little  fatisfied  the  college 
of  phyficians  were  with  the  fchemes  of  the  pro- 
voll  and  the  univerfity  engrafted  upon  their  plan. 
But  the  following  circumftance  deferves  at  this 
time  efpecial  remark  ; that  none  of  thefe  documents, 
neither  the  evidences  in  the  records  of  parliament, 
nor  the  minutes  of  the  college  of  phyficians  rela- 
tive to  thefe  tranfa&ions,  afford  any  indication  on 
the  part  of  the  provoft,  or  of  any  of  the  commit- 
tee of  thehoufe  of  commons,  of  altering  the  plan 
of  the  college  of  phyficians  with  regard  to  the  fa- 
laries  of  the  profeffors--other  than  that  by  abfo- 
lutely  confining  the  fupport  of  three  of  the  pro- 
pofed  profefTors  to  the  funds  of  the  univerfity,  (in 
confideration  of  the  univerfity  lecturers  being  con- 
flituted  profeffors)  a faving  or  furplus  might  cer- 
tainly accrue  out  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  funds,  by 
means  whereof  the  ellablifhment  of  clinical  lec- 
tures could  be  affured. 

, rIle  ":'10'c  theme,  however,  proved  abortive 
°r  this  time,  by  the  houfe  of  lords  disproving 

nf 
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of  the  profefforfhips  on  the  foundation  of  Sir 
Patrick  Dun  being  open  to  perfons  of  all  religious 
perfuafions. 

The  following  year,  to  wit,  on  the  5th  of  March, 
1785,  the  provoft  fent  the  draft  of  a bill  for  efta- 
blilhing  a complete  fchool  of  phyfic  to  the  college 
of  phyficians  for  their  approbation  ; which,  on  the 
10th  of  the  fame  month,  was  directed  to  be  Signi- 
fied to  him. 

In  the  25th  of  his  prefent  majefty  this  bill  patted 
into  a law,  by  which  the  following  profefforfhips 
Were  direded  to  be  eftablilhed  : on  the  founda- 
tion  of  the  univerfity,  anatomy  and  furgery,  chy- 
midry,  botany ; on  the  foundation  of  Sir  Patrick 
Dun,  inftitutes  of  medicine,  pradice  of  medicine, 
materia  medica  and  pharmacy,  natural  hiftory, 
and  contingently,  midwifery  ; and  provifions  were 
made  for  clinical  ledures, 


I have  now  with  exad  diligence  and  fcrupu- 
lous  fidelity,  detailed  the  feveral  tranfadions 
which  conduced  to  the  prefent  eftabhfhment  o a 
fchool  of  phyfic  in  this  kingdom.  Disregarding 
vague  rumours  and  hearfay  evidence,  I have  de- 
duced the  whole  of  what  I have  advanced  from 
documents  of  indifputable  authenticity^  la 
Searching  for  thefe  I have  ufed  no  little  induftr), 
" difdofing  what  I have  coined  from 
them,  I can  truly  aver,  that  I have  not  omitted a 
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Tingle  material  or  connedting  fadt  which  has 
fallen  within  my  knowledge. 


Narrative  of  the  tranfaflions  which  conduced  to 

the  pajjing  of  the  School  of  Phyfic  Explanatory 
Ad.  ' 

The  former  period  of  my  narrative,  compre- 
hending the  fteps  which  led  to  an  important 
• national  eftablilhment,  is,  from  its  general  nature, 
fufficiently  calculated  to  excite  general  intereft. 
The  details  to  which  I now  folicit  your  atten- 
tion derive,  I fear,  a relative  importance  in  my 
eyes  beyond  their  intrinfic  value,  from  their  fo 
materially  concerning  myfelf  and  my  friends. 
They  are,  however,  altogether  of  a public  nature ; 
and  it  has  fo  happened  that  they  embrace  confide- 
rations  of  profeffional  refpedlability,  and  of  confli- 
tutional  rights,  as  well  as  of  individual  charadfer. 
Thefe  are  important  and  delicate  confiderations, 
and  at  lead;  adequate  to,  awaken  curiofity.  I lhall 
proceed,  therefore,  avoiding  as  much  as  poffible 
involving  your  judgment  in  the  fubdeties  of  legal 
difquifition,  or  wearying  your  attention  with  the 
frivolities  of  corporation  politics. 


I mull  premife  that  there  are  two  points  of 

law  whereon  a decree  of  the  court  of  chancery 
has  been  grounded,  from  which  decree  an  appeal 
to  the  dernier  refort  in  equity  has  been  lately 
lodged,  and  is  now  pending.  The  firfl  of 
thefe  is,  To  what  falary  have  the  king’s  profeffors 
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on  the  foundation  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun  been  en- 
titled by  the  act  of  the  25th  of  the  lung,  fince  the 
times  of  their  refpe&ive  elections?  The  fecond 
point  is,  Have  the  king’s  profeffors  on  the  founda- 
tion of  Sir  Patrick  Dun  been  duly  elefted  ? Con- 
cerning thefe  queftions  I deem  it  decorous  in  the 
prefent  Itage  of  the  bufmefs  to  preferve  a refpect- 
ful  filence ; and  therefore  I fliall  carefully  avoid  any 
difquifition  of  them  in  the  remainder  of  my  letter. 
But  topics,  however  clofely  conneded  with  them 
which  do  not  involve  any  judgment  of  their  legal 
merits,  I conceive  myfelf  at  perfed  liberty  to  dif- 

cufs. 


0.1  the  conftruaion  of  this  aft  for  eftabhfli- 
ino-  a complete  fchool  of  phyflc  feveral  doubts 
arofe.  In  particular  two  oppofite  opinions  hate 
conflantly  fubfifted,  and  do  Hill  fubfifb,  among 
different  members  of  the  college  of  phyfic.ans, 
relative  to  the  falaries  of  the  king  s profefTors  ; 
which  opinions  you  fliall  hear. 


Obferve  that  at  the  time  of  the  paffing  of  the 

the  income  arifmg  from  Sir  Pamck  Dun  s 

real  and  perfonal  eftate  was  (as  mentioned  in  the 
preamble  of  faid  aft)  9*61.  8s.  Sd.  per  annum. 

According  to  one  opinion  it  is  “ enafted  by 
fliTauthority  aforefaid  that  the  faid  king  s pro- 

fliall  be  fupported  by  a rateable  j 
amnZ  than  of  that  part  and  proportron  o th 


cc 
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«*  efiate  of  the  late  Sir  Patrick  Dun  to  which  the 
“ faid  Conflantine  Barbor,  deceafed,  late  pro- 
“ feffor  of  pharmacy  and  the  materia  medica, 
“ and  the  faid  Sir  Nathaniel  Barry,  late  profelTor 
“ of  furgery  and  midwifery  under  the  faid  a£l, 
“ were  refpe&ively  during  their  lives  entitled 
<c  And  “ that  on  the  death  of  the  faid  Henry 
iC  Quin,  or  when  by  any  other  means  the  clear 
“ rents  and  profits  of  the  real  and  perfonal  efiate 
“ applicable  to  the  faid  profefforfhips  fhall  be  fuf- 
“ ficient  for  that  purpofe,  that  then  every  fuch 
“ profeffor  fhal!  receive  a proportionable  er.creafe 
“ of  falary,  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  to  any 
<c  one  perfon  w'hetherhe  fliall  hold  one  or  more 
<£  profeflbrfliip  or  profefforfiiips  the  yearly  fum  of 
<£  one  hundred  pounds.”  § According  to  the 
other  opinion,  each  king’s  profeffor  during  the 
life  of  Doctor  Quin  fhould  not  be  fupported  by 
a rateable  fhare  of  two-thirds  of  the  efiate,  but  by 
look  a year  only;  and  after  Dr.  Quin’s  death  or 
refignation  fhould  not  receive  any  encreafe  of  fa- 
lary+. 

E When 

* «» 

* Aft  25  G.  III.  chap.  42.  fee.  5.  § Do.  fee.  6. 

t Although  my  prefent  objeft  be  fimply  to  ftate  thefe  opini- 
ons hiftorically,  without  arguing  upon  their  refpeftlve  merits, 
yet  it  feems  necefTary  to  illuftrate  one  circumftance  refpefting 
the  opinion  which  I entertain,  in  order  to  its  being  clearly  ap- 
prehended. I have  (fated  that  by  the  aft  of  the  25th  of  the  king 
four  profeflbrfhips  were  direfted  to  be  immediately  eftablifhed 
on  the  foundation  of  Sir  P.  Dun.  By  the  fame  aft,  however, 
the  college  qf  phyficians  were  empowered  to  direft,  if  they 

(hould 
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When  doubts  have  arifen  touching  matters  of 
law  which  concerned  the  college  of  phyficians, 
that  body  has  always  had  recourfe  to  fome  emi- 
nent legal  council  for  advice ; and  has  uniformly 
a&ed  according  to  fuch  advice,  with  the  ftngls 
exception  of  the  cafe  now  litigated.  On  the  inh 
of  June,  1787,  the  college  ordered  that  a cafe 
relative  to  the  power  of  the  college  over  Sir  P. 

Dun’s 


fhould  think  it  expedient,  that  any  of  the  different  fubje&s  of 
thefe  profefforfhips  fhould  be  taught  by  the  fame  profefTor. 
Now  fuch  different  fubjeft s might  be  taught  by  the  fame  pro- 
feffor  in  either  of  two  ways  ; by  interweaving  the  different 
fubje&s  into  one  courfe  of  leftures,  or  by  delivering  a diftinft 
courfe  of  Ie&ures  on  each  fubjeil.  If  the  profefTor  were  to 
purfue  the  former  plan,  he  would  not  undergo  greater  trouble 
than  any  of  his  colleagues,  and  therefore  would  not  be  en- 
titled to  a greater  falary.  If  he  fhould  deliver  two  or  more 
diftindl  courfes  of  lectures,  his  labour  would  be  proportiona- 
bly  augmented,  and  his  remuneration  fhould  be  rateabiy  en- 
hanced. On  this  account  the  a6t  directed  that  the  two-thirds 
of  the  annual  income  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  ellate  appointed 
for  the  original  fupport,  or  primary  falaries  of  the  king’s  pro- 
feffors,  fhould  be  didubuted  among  them— not  equally,  but 
rafcably , that  is,  if  their  labours  fhould  be  unequal,  proporti- 
onably  to  thofe  labours  in  compenfation  for  which  falaries 
were  allotted  to  them  at  all.  With  the  fame  view  the  a&  fur- 
ther dire&s  that  upon  the  falling  in  of  Dodfor  Quin’s  third 
every  fuch  profefTor  fhould  receive  a proportionable  encreafe  of 
falary  ; leaving  it  to  the  diferetion  of  the  college  of  phyficians 
to  adjufl  the  proportion  according  to  the  refpe&ive  labours 
or  merits  of  the  different  profeffors  ; at  the  fame  time,  howe- 
ver, guarding  againfl  an  overgrown  falary,  or  monopoly  of  the 
funds  concentiing  in  any  one  profefTor,  by  limiting  fuch  en 
’■reafe  to  the  yearly  fum  of  1O0I.  each,  even  though  a pro 
fefTor  fhould  teach  more  branches  than  one.  /',./■  //,  f 
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Dun’s  funds  be  referred  to  a committee  ; and  in 
April  1788  the  college  intruded  their  law  agent 
to  put,  among  other  queries,  the  following  to 
two  council  of  the  higheft  eminence  in  charader 
and  ftation,  viz.  What  falary  is  each  of  the  king’s 
profeffors  entitled  to  during  the  life  of  Dodor 
Quin  ? After  the  death  of  Dodor  Quin,  one  of 
the  fame  council,  and  three  others  of  the  firft  re- 
pute were  further  confulted  on  the  fubjed  of 
the  profeffors’  falaries.  To  flate,  under  the  pre- 
fent  cirumftances,  the  opinions  of  thefe  eminent 
lawyers,  would,  perhaps,  be  trefpaffing  on  for- 
bidden ground  : 1 fhall  therefore  only  fay  that 
they  were  all  unequivocal,  and  coincident. 

I pafs  over  all  preliminary  account  of  the  vari- 
ous propofals,  arguments  and  negotiations  of  the 
contending  parties  in  the  college  of  phyficians. 
Suffice  it  to  fay  that  fometimesone  party  appeared 
predominant,  and  fometimes  the  other.  The  lafl 
vidories  declared  in  favour  of  the  king’s  profeffors 
on  the  3d,  and  on  the  21ft  of  November,  1794.  To 
fruflrate  thefe,  however,  two  Jieps  were  projected, 
and  fucceffively  announced  by  the  oppofire  party  ; 
firft  an  appeal  to  the  vifitors  of  the  college  of 
phyficians,  and  fecondly  the  introdudion  to  par- 
liament of  a declaratory  or  explantaory  bill  defi- 
nitively everfive  of  the  profeffors’  claims.  At  this 
jundure  one  of  the  oldefl  members  of  the  col- 
lege, a man  of  fingular  uprightnefs,  and  who  had 
not  hitherto  efpoufed  either  party,  came  for- 
ward to  compofe  the  differences  which  he  appre- 
hended 
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hended  were  proceeding  to  an  unwarrantable 
length.  On  the  iothof  January,  1795,  at  a meet- 
ing of  the  college  of  phyficians  he  moved  and  the 
college  unanimoufly  Refolved  <e  That  no Jleps  be 
“ taken  in  confequence  of  the  refolutions  en- 
“ tered  into  by  this  college  on  the  3d  and  21  ft 
of  November  laft,  refpe&ing  the  claims  of  the 
king’s  profeffors  on  Sir  Patrick  Dun  s eftates, 
until  they  have  been  determined  by  a court  of 
equity,  or  by  a reference,  the  award  to  be 
“ made  a rule  of  court. 

r . ^ ' 

And  “ That  in  cafe  no  bill  fhall  have  been 
Si  filed,  nor  any  reference  entered  into  by  the 
profeffors  for  faid  purpofe  within  the  fpace  of 
<c  two  months  from  the  date  hereof,  that  faid  re- 
“ folutions  refpefting  faid  claims  of  the  profeffors 
« on  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  eftates  berefcinded,  and 
ii  become  null  and  void.”  i hus  was  this  mu- 
tual compact  ratified  by  a folemn  act  of  all  the 
contending  parties  : and  this  ratification  was  au- 
thenticated by  the  fignatures  of  all  the  members 
prefent. 

On  the  21  ft  of  January,  1795,  a bill  was  filed 
in  the  court  of  chancery  by  the  prefent  king’s 
profeffors,  and  the  executor  of  the  deceafed  Dr. 
Brereton,  againft  the  college  of  phyficians,  pray- 
ing “ That  plaintiffs  may  according  to  their  re- 
fpeftive  titles  and  interefls  from  the  refpeftive 
periods  of  their  eleaions  be  decreed  to  their  re- 

fpeftive  rateable  diflributions  among  them  of  that 
v nart 
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part  and  proportion  of  Sir  P.  Dun’s  eflate  which 
Dr.  Barber  and  Sir  Nathaniel  Barry  were  during 
their  lives  entitled  unto,  and  fince  the  deceafe  of 
Dr.  Quin  to  fuch  encreafe  of  falary  appointed  for 
them  as  they  {hall  appear  to  be  entitled  unto,  or 
which  plaintiffs  under  the  circumffances  of  their 
cafe  ought  reafonably  to  infill  upon,  plaintiffs  be- 
ing defirous,  even  to  their  own  lofs,  to  concur 
in  all  reafonable  meafures  for  promoting  the 
fchool  of  phyfic  ; and  that  plaintiffs’  right  under 
the  a£t  of  parliament  may  be  declared  and  effa- 
blifhed  ; and  that  the  college  of  phyficians  be 
decreed  to  execute  the  truft  in  their  body  veiled 
for  the  benefit  of  plaintiffs  refpe&ively,  and 
that  an  account  be  taken  of  whatever  may  be 
neceflary  to  defray  the  expence  incurred  or  con- 
tracted for  the  fupport  of  clinical  leClures  for 
the  prefent  year,  and  after  payment  thereof 
that  the  remaining  furplus  be  diftributed  amongff: 
plaintiffs  in  proportion  to  the  refpeClive  amounts 
of  their  full  demands,  which  plaintiffs  declare 
they  are  'willing,  upon  the  terms  aforefaid,  to  ac- 
cept of,  in  lieu  and  full  difcharge  of  their  faid 
demands  for  arrears  •,  and  alfo  that  they  are  wil- 
ling to  refign  for  the  aforefaid  purpofes,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  annual  furplus  at  prefent  accruing, 
fuch  part  of  their  future  encreafed  falary  of  100I. 
per  annum  as  may  beneceffary  for  the  fupport  of 
clinical  leClures  conducive  to  the  fuccefs  and  ad- 
vancement of  faid  fchool  of  phyfic.”* 

After 

* 

* This  is  the  fubftance  of  the  prayer  : fome  technical  tau- 
tologies are  orr.itted. 
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After  the  caufe  was  thus  regularly  attached  in  a 
court  of  equity,  and  not  only  before  its  determi- 
nation, but  before  the  college  of  phyficians  had 
time  to  put  in  their  anfwer,  a Jlep  was  taken ! 
One  of  the  Jieps  projected,  and  agreed  to  be  fuf- 
pended ! By  one  of  the  members  who  figned  the 
refolutions  of  the  ioth  of  January  ! 

c{  Prodigiofa  fides,  et  Tufcis  digna  libellis  !”* 

Over  this  part  of  my  parrative  the  remembrance 
of  former  edeem  druggies  to  draw  a veil.  But 
the  effe&s  are  notorious,  and  judice  exads  the 
difclofure  of  the  caufe. 

A bill  was  drawn  out,  in  the  hand-writing  of 
one  of  the  fellows  of  the  college  of  phyficians,  a 
profedor  too,  on  the  foundation  of  the  univerfity  ; 
and  thus  indited,  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
college , or  of  the  king’s  profeffors , was  introduced 
into  the  houfe  of  commons,  with  the  title  of 
« a bill  to  explain  an  ad  for  edablifhing  a com- 
« plete  fchool  of  phyfic  in  this  kingdom,” 
the  foie  and  avowed  purport  whereof  was  to  de- 
clare that  to  be  law,  and  to  be  always  con- 
drued  and  confidered  as  having  been  law,  which 
the  bed  lawyers  in  the  land  had  declared  was  nei- 
ther law  nor  equity,  and  w'hich,  whether  it  were  or 

were 


* I am  not  ftudying  to  flatter  DoBor  Ftrcrval  by  reprefent- 
ing  him  as  altogether  an  Ergennas. 
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were  not,  was  at  that  moment  the  fubjea  of  judi- 
cial cognizance.* 

The  college  of  phyficians,  even  when  they  re- 
lifted our  claims,  profefled  to  referve  the  decifion 
of  the  controverted  queftion  to  a judicial  trial, 
not  to  a trial  of  political  intereft : and  they 
fhewed  their  fenfe  of  this  conduct,  (a  privity 
with  which,  even  fome  of  the  bill-writer’s  own 
party  difclaimed)  by  a very  marked  refolution. 


The  houfe  of  commons  permitted  council  to 
plead  at  their  bar  in  our  behalf.  But  of  what 
avail  is  eloquence  where  there  are  none  to  hear  ? 
Had  our  advocates  the  tongues  of  angels  they 
could  neither  perfuade  the  abfent,  nor  teach  the 

empty  benches  to  retain  and  record  their  argu- 
ments. & 


On  the  fucceeding  day,  however,  the  bill  was 
oppofed  in  committee ; oppofed  with  equal  legal 

ability 


« u B/  f e,naaed>  &c‘  that  t1ie  falary  provided  for 

„ Cach  Lthc  k'nS’s  PmfeflW  by  the  faid  ad  of  the  2 cth 

“ a uSFefentmajCfty’  whether  fifing  from  the  ratea- 
„ .Me  _d.ftr, button  in  the  faid  aft  mentioned,  or  from  the  faid 

dmribution  and  the  proportionable  encreafe  therein  alfo 

„ T 7 ’ 7 n0t  JntCnded  t0  exceed  the  whole  the 

“ to  b^e  eft  1 u°°l  andftllat  "°  k'’ng’S  pr°fefl[br  e,e<aed  or 
„ be  jC  y bV,rtUe  of  the  faid  aft  than  be  entitled,  or 

„ , ’ conftrued,  or  confidered  to  be  entitled,  or  to 

« a7  CCn  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  faid  aft,  to 

y greater  falary  or  allowance  than  one  yearly  fum  of 
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ability  and  conftitutional  zeal  by  one  of  the  fir (l 
authorities  on  fuch  fubjects  in  the  fenate,  who 
averted  that  parliament  could  not  enaft  it  with- 
out a direft  and  grofs  violation  of  the  principles  of 
legiflation.  As  the  judicial  power,  he  obferved, 
ought  never  to  affume  the  province  of  legi- 
flation, fo  neither  ought  the  legiflative  to  inter- 
fere in  the  diftribution  of  jultice.*  He  held  this 
bill  to  be  a meafure  of  the  mod  dangerous  and 
unconflitutional  nature,  and  therefore  thought  it 
his  duty  as  a member  of  that  houfe  and  as  a man 
of  profusion  to  oppofe  it,  even  without  entering 
into  the  intrinfic  merits  of  the  regulations  it  pro- 
pofed,  unlefs  a claufe  fhould  be  admitted  faving 
the  rights  of  the  parties  in  the  depending^  fuit. 
Such  a claufe,  however,  the  fupporters  of  the 
bill  pertinacioufly  refilled,  as  tending  in  a great 
meafure  to  defeat  the  end  for  which  the  bill  was 
introduced.  At  the  conclufion  of  the  debate  it 
arrain  appeared  that  there  was  not  a fufficient 
number  of  members  prefent  to  conlhtute  a houfe . 

The  next  day  the  bill  underwent  the  form  of 

being  read  a fecond  time,  without  any  correftion, 

or  even  obfervation  ; after  which  this  hybrid  em- 
bryo, 


* This  important  conftitutional  do&rine  is  not  only  1 
down  by  the  bed  writers  who  treat  of  thofe  fubjeds,  but  * 
conftantly  recognized  and  revered  by  all  who  have  »«, "> 
to  political  charaacr.  In  a debate  tn  the  Engl, II.  houfe  of 
commons  on  the  8th  of  this  month,  Mr.  Pitt  emp hauca  I 
declared,  “ chat  a queftion  of  property  ought  not  to  be  . 
cd  by  legiflative  interference.” 
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bryo,  begotten  between  the  legislative  and  the 
judicial  authorities,  was  permitted  to  flumber  in 
its  native  matrix  until  a lingular  interpolition 
Simulated  it  into  completion. 

■ i 9 

I mud  explain  how  this  happened.  At  the 
hearing  of  the  caufe  of  the  king’s  profelfors  againft 
the  college  of  phyficians,  on  the  nth  of  May, 
1795,  after  the  lord  chancellor’s  decree  had  been 
made,  I was  publicly  informed  “ that  I might 
“ either  have  a re-hearing,  or  I might  appeal.” 
At  the  fame  time,  however,  it  was  recommended 
to  the  oppofite  party  to  fubmit  to  parliament 
“ an  explanatory  bill  to  fettle  the  bufinefs.”  * 
Accordingly  the  hint  was  taken;  and  while  the 
council  in  whofe  advice  the  king’s  profelfors  con- 
fided were  deliberating  to  which  of  the  two  modes 
of  redrefs  thus  pointed  out  it  was  mod  advifeable 
to  repair,  or  rather  juft  as  it  had  been  deter- 
mined to  apply  for  a re-hearing  in  the  court  of 
chancery — the  explanatory  bill  was  read  a third 
time  in  the  houfe  of  commons,  fent  up  to  the 
houfe  of  lords,  and  received  the  firft  reading  in 
that  houfe  immediately. 

1 

From  the  nature  of  the  fupport  which  this  bill 
received,  it  was  vain  to  hope  that  it  would  be 
poftponed,  to  allow  an  opportunity  for  that  re- 
hearing, the  advantage  of  which  I had  fuch  caufe 
to  expect  would  have  been  extended  to  me  and 
my  coadjutors,  not  lefs  than  to  other  fuitors  in 
the  court  of  chancery.  It  only  remained  then 

F for 
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/or  the  king’s  profeflors  inftantly  to  appeal  to  the 
jurifdidion  of  the  lords,  fo  as  to  induce  a necef- 
fity  in  that  fupreme  feat  of  jultice  of  forbearing 
fuch  an  interpofition  of  their  legiflative  authority 
as  would  anticipate  the  judicial  decifion  they  were 
conftitutionally  called  upon  to  give.  The  appeal 
was  accordingly  lodged ; and  the  claufe  faving 
the  rights  of  the  profelTcrs  in  the  depending  fuit, 
which  had  been  fo  obftinately  and  ftrangely  re- 
fufed  in  the  lower  houfe,  was  immediately  and 
unanimoufly  adopted.  The  bill,  thus  altered,  re- 
ceived the  royal  aflent  on  the  5th  of  June,  1795. 

By  the  precipitation  of  this  bill  through  its  lad 
ftages,  the  king’s  profeflors  were  excluded  from 
the  benefit  of  a re-hearing  in  the  court  of  chan- 
cery, an  exclufion  which  involves  a Jingular  and 
ferions  grievance , the  expofition  of  which,  how- 
ever, at  this  time,  I am  informed  would  not  be 
proper. 

t have  no\V  (hewn  that  the  explanatory  bill 
originated  in  bad  faith,  that  it  was  introduced  to 
parliament  upon  unconflitutional  grounds,  and 
that  the  palling  of  it,  immediately  after  the  decree 
in  chancery,  even  with  the  claufe  faving  the 
rights  of  the  profeflors,  operates  as  a judicial 
grievance.  In  thefe  obfervations  I have  carefully 
avoided  the  main  queftion,  How  far  the  principle 
of  the  bill  was  founded  in  equity?  becaufe  the 
difcuflion  of  that  point  might  involve  the  merits 

, of 
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of  the  fuit  now  pending  in  the  fupreme  cpurt  of 
judicature. 

But  before  I difmifs  the  fubjeft  of  this  bill 
entirely,  I mud  acquaint  you  how  the  parties  who 
interejled  the?nfelves  in  the  defeat  of  the  pro- 
feflors  claims  contrived  to  derive  fmifter  advan-  _ 
tages  from  the  extrajudicial  arts  to  which  they  re- 
l'orted  to  accomplish  their  ends.  They  feized  the 
occafion  for  infufing  injurious  prejudices  into  the 
minds  of  the  public  againft  the  claims  and  againft: 
the  conduft  of  the  king’s  profefl'ors.  This  they 
effe&ed  principally  by  the  three  following  con- 
trivances : 

In  the  firft  place  the  gentleman  who  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  explanatory  bill,  dated  to 
the  houfe  of  commons  that  it  was  true  a fuit  was 
pending  on  this  fubjedt  in  the  court  of  chancery, 
for  a bill  had  been  filed  by  the  king’s  profeflors 
againft  the  college  of  phyficians ; but  that  thefe 
profefl'ors  were  preparing  to  put  in  an  anfwer  to 
their  own  bill,  and,  unlefs  prevented  by  his  re- 
medy, would  fwallow  up  the  funds  of  a charity. 

In  the  courfe  of  a fubfequent  debate  on  this  fub- 
je£t  another  member  of  the  houfe  of  commons 
mentioned  nearly  the  fame  thing.  The  latter 
gentleman,  indeed,  upon  being  informed  of  his 
error,  had  the  candour  to  correfl  his  former 
ftatement.  But  this  acknowledgment  was  not 
heard  by  many  upon  whofe  minds  the  forme* 
mifreprefentations  had  made  ftrong  impreflions. 

And 


I 
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And  here  it  becomes  me  diftin&ly  to  date  the 
fa&  of  this  imputed  fraud.  After  the  filing  of  the 
profelfors’  bill  I publicly  and  repeatedly  declared 
to  the  college  of  phyficians  my  own  determina- 
tion and  that  of  my  colleagues  not  to  interfere 
in  the  framing  of  the  college’s  anfwer,  and  none 
of  us  did  interfere,  further  than  by  recommending 
that  the  college  Ihould  refort  to  the  mod  eminent 
council  they  could  engage,  that  two  or  three  of 
the  oldeft  members  of  the  body  Ihould  form  a 
{landing  committee  to  inftruft  the  agent  and 
council,  and  that  this  committee  fliould  have  free 
accefs  to  every  document,  whether  in  the  poflef- 
fion  of  the  prefident  or  treafurer,  which  they  might 
think  proper  to  conlult. 

The  next  contrivance  to  which  recourfe  was 
had  for  eftablilhing  a prejudice  againfl  the  king’s 
profeffors  was  the  diflemination  of  a printed  paper 
entitled,  “ Statement  of  the  underfigned  mem- 
“ bers  of  the  king  and  queen’s  college  of  phyfi- 
tc  cians  in  Ireland  relative  to  the  application  of 
“ the  eftates  of  the  late  Sir  Patrick  Dun ; 
and  fubfcribed  “ W.  Harvey,  Francis  Hopkins, 
“ Patrick  Plunket,  Robert  Perceval,  James  Cleg- 
“ horn.” 

It  requires  fome  ingenuity  to  difcover  the  ojlen- 
fible  principle  upon  which  thefe  gentlemen  fiepped 
forward  on  this  occafion.  The  profeflors  had 
openly  remonftrated  againft  the  palling  of  a bill 


[ 37  ] 

which  tended  to  contravene  the  teftator’s  ex- 
prefs  difpofition  of  his  eft  ate,  to  overturn  the 
order  and  prohibit  the  decrees  of  juftice,  and  to 
deprive  thenifelves  of  a poflibility  of  vindicating 
their  vefted  rights.  But  in  this  remonftrance 
they  had  not  alluded  in  the  remotefl  manner  to 
any  of  thofe  gentlemen,  whether  in  their  indivi- 
dual or  their  corporate  capacity.  As  individuals 
thofe  gentlemen  were  not  called  upon,  not  con- 
cerned. As  corporators  it  became  them  to  deli- 
ver their  opinions  in  their  corporation,  where  if 
true  and  proper  they  might  be  adopted  and  de- 
clared by  the  body,  if  falfe  and  improper  they 
might  be  refuted,  and  configned  to  filence  before 
they  could  have  perpetrated  injury.  It  is  indeed 
no  eafy  matter  to  detedl  (what  fhould  be  mofl  ob- 
vious) the  oftenfible  motive  of  this  extra-corporate 
confederacy.  Perhaps  they  feared  that  an  imma- 
culate and  omnipotent  parliament  might  impute 
corruption  and  profligacy  to  the  college  of  phyfi- 
cians,  and  confign  it  to  a fate  fimilar  to  that 
of  the  cities  of  old  in  the  plain  of  Jordan,  unlefs 
five  righteous  men  fhould  come  forth  to  redeem 
its  character. 

i 

lo  expofe  all  the  mifreprefentations  of  this 
Abatement  would  be  atirefome  and  difgufling  talk, 
and  would  lead  me  too  far  from  my  prefent  pur- 
pofe.  A fpecimen  or  two  will  fufficiently  evince 
the  fpirit  with  which  it  was  compofed,  and  the 
foundation  of  the  prejudices  it  contributed  to 
eftablifh. 


In 
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In  this  ftatement  it  is  advanced  “ That  the  aft 
of  the  25  th  of  his  prefent  majedy  was  grounded 
on  plans  laid  before  parliament  by  the  univerfity 
pf  Dublin,  and  by  the  college  of  phyftcians, 
which  concurred  in  dating  that  the  falary  of 
each  of  the  profedordiips  then  to  be  edablilhed 
diould  amount  to  iool.  annually,  and  no 
more.” 


The  preamble  of  this  aft  declares  upon  what  it 
was  grounded,  namely,  the  petition  of  the  college 
of  phyficians,  praying  that  the  former  aft  diould 
be  altered  and  amended  “ according  to  apian 
“ prepared  by  faid  petitioners.  dhis  plan  had 
been  concerted  with  the  members  ci  the  univer- 
fity 9 by  the  conference  of  delegates  from  both 
bodies  j and,  when  completed,  had  jeceived  the 
approbation  of  the  archbidiop  of  Dublin  and  the 
provod  of  Trinity  college,  as  appears  from  the 
minutes  of  the  college  of  phyficians  of  May  5, 
June  6,  and  July  28,  1783,  already  cited.  Now 
fee  what  this  plan  docs  actually  Jlate  relatiie  to  the 
falary  of  each  of  the  profefforfhips  then  to  be 
edablidied.  Turn  to  the  drd  feftion  of  the  plan, 
and  you  will  fee  that  the  whole  income  of  Sir  P. 
Dun’s  edate-was  to  be  divided  equally  among  the 
fix  profeffors  propofed  to  be  edablidied.  The 
income  was  then  926I.  8s.  8d.  per  annum. 

The  falary  of  each  profeffor  therefore  (uporr the 
demife  of  Doftors  Barbor,  Quin,  and  Sir  Na- 
thaniel Barry)  mud  have  been  154b  a year  at  the 

lead.  And  the  income  of  the  edate  being  now 

1262I. 
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1262].  14s.  2d.  per  annum,  the  falary  of  each 
would  now  have  been  2 1 ol.  a year,  or  thereabouts. 


Next,  the  flatement  alferts,  “ That  on  the  23d 
of  May,  1791,  a claim  of  a greater  falary  than 
<£  iool.  per  annum  was  for  the firft  time  made  by 
£<  fome  of  the  king’s  profelfors.” 

The  direct  contrary  of  this  alfertion  appears 
from  the  minutes  of  the  college  of  phyficians  of 
June  1787  and  of  April  1 788  j from  the  query  put 
to  two  council  of  eminence  and  in  flation  at  the 
bar,  by  the  college,  on  the  latter  of  thofe  dates,  viz. 

What  falary  is  each  of  the  king’s  profelfors  en- 
“ titled  to  during'the  life  of  Do&or  Quin  ?”  and 
from  the  following  acknowledgment  of  the  col- 
lege in  their  anfwer  to  the  profelfors’  bill  : “ De- 
“ fendants  believe  that  fometime  in  1788  fome 
claim  to  a rateable  diflribution  of  the  before- 
“ mentioned  two-thirds  of  faid  eftate  was  made 
“ by  the  tben  profelfors,  and  that  the  faid  profef- 
“ fors  did  upon  a right  unto  fame  during  the 
“ life  of  faid  Henry  Quin,  inltead  of  the  annual 
“ fum of  iool.  only.” 

Further,  the  flatement  alferts,  <c  that  an  aft 

“ Was  Paffed  in  th^  thirty-firft  year  of  his  prefent 

„ f°r  ihe  Purp°fe  of  defeating  that  clam 

which  had  been  for  the  firft  time  mtde  on  the 
23d  of  May,  1791.” 

The  veracity  of  this  alfertion  may  be  fuffi.’ 
cient  y exhibited  by  the  following  fadt.  On  the 
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23d  of  May,  1791,  the  aft  of  the  31ft  of  his 
prefent  majefty  alluded  to  was  pajfed  and  printed. 
Moreover  I did  on  that  day  argue  in  the  college 
of  phyficjans  upon  a particular  claufe  of  laid  act 
then  exilting,  namely,  that  the  yearly  falary  of 
iool.  therein  mentioned,  being  dated  to  be  z far- 
ther allowance,  evidently  prefuppofed  an  original 
allowance  to  the  king’s  profeffors  arifingfrom  the 
rateable  diftribution  among  them  of  two-thirds  of 
the  edate,  and  therefore  referred  to  that  encreafe 
of  falary  notexceeding  tool,  a year  to  which  the 
profeffors  had  then  recently  become  entitled  by 

the  death  of  Doctor  Quin. 

* 1 

But  I am  not  contented  with  an  arithmetical 
demonftration  of  the  ftudied  anachronifm  of  this 
affertion.  I fha.ll  prove  to  you  not  only  that  this 
ad  of  the  3 1 ft  of  his  prefent  majefty  was  not  in- 
troduced or  palled  for  the  purpofe  of  defeating 
our  claim,  but  was  introduced  exprefsly  for  other 
purpofes,  and  had  no  avowed  reference  whatever 

to  opr  claim. 

The  college  of  phyficians  having  taken  a home 
and  fitted  it  up  as  an  hofpital  without  the  appro- 
bation of  the  late  fecretary  of  date,  were  informed 
by  the  regifter  of  Trinity  college,  “ I hat  the 
cc  proved  and  fenior  fellows  had  been  adviled  by 

« the  college  council,  that  the  college  of  phyficians 

« were  not  authorifed  by  the  words  or  meaning  of 

« the  aft  of  the  25th  of  the  king,”  toaftas  they  had 

done.  Accordingly  the  leafe  of  the  houfe  was  for- 

rendered 
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rendered,  and  the  following  feafon,  viz.  the  winter 
of  1 790- 1,  no  clinical  lectures  were  given.  But 
the  fecretary  of  ftate  being  informed  (as  is  dated 
in  the  preamble  of  the  aft  of  the  31ft  of  the  king) 
« That  the  faid  leftures  are  indifpenfably  necef- 
“ fary  to  the  fuccefs  of  a fchool  of  phyfic,  and 
« that  difficulties  have  been  found  in  providing 
“ proper  accommodations,  and  convenient  rooms 
“ in  any  hofpital  in  faid  city  for  giving  the  faid 
“ lectures,5’  and  being  alfo  informed  * that  the 
univerfity  profeffors  had  hitherto  refufed  to  give 
clinical  lectures  in  their  turn,  without  an  additi- 
onal falary,  brought  a bill  into  parliament  to  ena- 
ble the  college  of  phyficians  to  take  a houfe,  and 
fit  it  up  as  an  hofpital,  in  like  manner  as  they 
had  before  done  without  due  authority,  and  to 
compel  the  feveral  profeffors  to  give  clinical  lec- 
tures alternately  without  any  farther  allowance. 

To  be  fatisfied  that  the  regulation  of  clinical 
lectures  was  the  only  object  of  the  legiflature  in 
paffing  this  aft,  turn  to  the  journals  of  the  houfe 
of  commons,  March  28th,  1791,  page  10 70, 
where  you  will  read — 56  The  right  hon.  Mr.  Se- 
“ cretary  of  State  reported  from  the  committee 
“ appointed  to  enquire  into  the  execution  of  an 
<c  aft  entitled,  an  aft  to  eftablifh  a complete 
“ fchool  of  phyfic,  fo  far  as  it  relates  to  clinical 
“ lectures , and  to  confider  the  beft  mode  of  pro- 

G cc  moting 

* By  a communication  from  the  college  of  phyficians,  in 
conference  of  a memorial  of  the  king’s  profdfora. 


<£  fame  relates  to  the  faid  leftures,  the  refolutions 
“ which  the  committee  had  diredled  him  to  re- 
4‘  port  to  the  houfe,  which  he  read  in  his  place 
cc  and  afterwards  delivered  in  at  the  table  where 

<{  the  fame  were  read.” — “ Ordered,  that 

“ leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a bill  purfuant  to 
^ u faid  refolutions 

Were  it  my  prefent  objett  to  refute  this 
unfortunate  ftatement,  I could  produce  indances 
of  fimilar  mifreprefentations  averred  or  infinu- 
ated  in  almod  every  paragraph  of  it.  But  in  ex- 
pofmg  even  what  I have  done,  I feel  a relu&ance 
which  nothing  but  the  prefent  neceflity  of  fpeak- 
ing  out  could  have  overcome  •,  for  however  ftrong 
the  preemption  may  be  that  the  compofer  of  this 
paper  fwerved  intentionally  from  the  truth,  I am 
entirely  difpofed  to  believe  that  the  red  of  the 
confederacy  who  figned  it,  were  themfelves  de- 
ceived. To  them  therefore  I only  impute  the 
error  of  advancing  unqualified  afiertions  to  the 
prejudice  of  others,  without  having  duly  examin- 
ed the  foundation  whereon  they  reded. 

Unwilling  as  I am  to  dwell  on  topics  of  this 
nature,  I mud  yet  acquaint  you  with  the  third 
fcheme,  which  was  devifed  and  executed  for  en- 
gaging the  public  as  parties  againd  the  king’s 
profelfors.  The  gentlemen  who  interefled  them- 
felves  in  the  defeat  of  the  profelfors’  claims,  pro- 
cured evidence  to  be  given  at  the  bar  of  the 

houfe 
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houfe  of  commons  by  three  of  themf elves.  A dif- 
tinguifhed  law  officer  publicly  reprobated  this 
partial  evidence  of  interefled  parties  : and  with 
juftice.  Men  are  examined — not  upon  oath — • 
touching  matters  whereon  they  had  already  com- 
mitted themfelves  as  partizans — by  others  of  their 
party  with  whom  they  had  previoufly  communed 
— not  liable  to  be  crofs-examined  by  their  oppo- 
nents— nor  to  be  confronted  with  fuch  evidence 
as  they  might  be  able  to  adduce  1 Who  could 
expeft  that  the  truth  and  the  whole  truth  could 
ever  be  extra&ed  by  fuch  a procefs  ? 

To  enter  into  minute  comments  on  oral  evi- 
dence might  favour  of  captious  animadverfion, 
or  vexatious  controverfy.  I fhall  therefore  con- 
fine myfelf  to  two  examples  in  illuflration  of  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  pofition  I have  laid  down. 

One  of  the  confederates  depofed,  ce  that  the  mi- 
“ nutes  of  the  college  of  phyficians  of  May  23* 
“ 1791,  had  been  torn  out  of  the  minute-book; 
“ that  one  of  the  prefent  king’s  profeffors  had  at 
“ that  time  oppofed  the  claims  of  the  then  king’s 
“ profeffors;  that  he  was  regifter,andhad  occafion- 
“ ally  the  cuftody  of  the  book  during  that  year.” 
— Ihe  truth  is,  that  no  leaf  ever  was  torn  out  of 
the  college  minute-book  ; that,  in  confequence  of 
fome  omiffion  of  the  regifter  for  the  time  being, 
the  minutes  of  that  day  were  not  entered  ; and 
that  the  prefent  profeffor  alluded  to  was  not  re- 
gifter during  that  year.  The  circumftances  of 

this 
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this  tranfaction  were  fully  unfolded  at  a meeting 
of  the  college  of  phyficians  and  at  a fubfequent 
meeting  of  that  body,  the  gentleman  who  had 
given  teftimony  in  the  houfe  of  commons,  la- 
mented, with  becoming  candour,  that  he  had  not 
fooner  difcovered  the  error,  into  which  fome  vague 
rumour  concerning  this  affair  had  milled  hitn. 
Obferve,  however,  that  the  character  of  the  pro- 
feflfor  was  vilified  in  the  fenate , and  j unified  in  a 
corporation.  See  how  incommenfurate  the  injury 
is  to  its  redrefs  1 Certainly  this  publication  of  the 
fa£t  is  the  lead  retribution  to  which  that  gentle- 
man is  entitled. 

* • ‘ 

• ' ' i ' 1 

. Another  inllance  of  an  oppofite  nature,  and  I 
have  done.  When  one  of  the  univerfity  profefiors, 
(the  very  man  who  penned  the  explanatory  bill,) 
was  bearing  fuch  teftimony  as  he  concei\  ed  might 
induce  the  houfe  to  believe  that  the  kings  profef- 
fors  ought  not  to  receive  any  greater  falary  than 
iool.  a year,  he  was  interrogated,  at  the  inftance 
of  a member  who  was  not  of  his  privy  council, 
concerning  the  amount  of  the  falaries  of  the 
univerfity  profeffors.  To  this  queftion  he  replied, 
with  charatteriftic  aftutenefs,  “ that  the  uni\er- 
“ fity  profeffors  enjoyed  no  fixed  falary,  but 
cc  were  paid  by  a fluctuating  fund  allocated  for 
“ their  ufe.”  It  would  have  ill  fuited  his  pur- 
pole  to  acknowledge  that  the  average  amount 
of  thofe  falaries  was  upwards  of  200I  a year, 
to  each,  unlefs  he  had  proceeded  to  point  out, 

what  no  doubt  his  delicacy  prompted  him  to 

avoid. 
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avoid,  fuch  an  inferiority  in  the  talents  and 
labours  of  the  king’s  profeffors  beneath  thofe  of 
the  univerfity,  as  not  to  entitle  them  to  half  the 
emoluments  of  their  colleagues. 

«.  . » * . 

How  far  the  prejudices  derived  from  thefe 
fources  of  mifreprefentation  have  extended,  it  is 
neither  poffible  for  me  to  adduce  proof,  nor  pro- 
per  to  infinuate  fufpicion.  Certain,  however,  it 
is,  that  they  have  extended ; and  to  fuch  an 
height,  that  the  claims  of  the  king’s  profeffors 
founded  on  the  intentions  of  Sir  P.  Dun  ap- 
propriating his  eflate  exprefsly  to  the  maintenance 
of  profeffors,  founded  on  the  plan  devifed  by  the 
college  of  phyficians  which  they  petitioned  par- 
liament to  adopt,  founded  on  the  opinions  and 
advice  of  the  molt  eminent  lawyers  in  the  king- 
dom, have  been  petulantly  reprefented  “ as  a very 
“ ungracious  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  profef- 
“ fors,  and  one  very  ill-founded!” 

Thefe  animadvernons,  and  efpecially  the  infi- 
nuations  which  have  been  made  concerning  my- 
felf  as  the  firfl  mover  in  this  bufinefs,  demand  a 
few  explicit  remarks,  in  which  I truft  I fhall  be 
indulged  without  the  imputation  of  egotifm. 

The  fuccefs  of  the  fchool  of  phyfic  in  this  king- 
dom has  been  uniformly  a favourite  objed  of  my 
ihoughts  and  exertions.  The  honourable  tefti- 
monies  of  thofe  exertions  borne  by  the  ftudents 
who  witneffed  them,  in  their  addreffes  to  me  on 


my 
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my  promotion  to  the  practical  chair,  are  better 
documents  to  refer  to,  on  this  head,  than  the 
warped  ftatements,  hearfay  evidence,  or  invidious 
complaints  of  political  intriguers. 

Previous  to  my  firfl:  ele&ion  in  the  year  1786, 

I read  the  aft  of  the  25th  of  the  king,  to  which 
the  advertifement  of  the  college  of  phyficians 
giving  notice  that  fuch  ele&ion  would  be  held, 
dijiinclly  referred.  I then  conftrued  thofe  parts  of 
the  aft  which  relate  to  the  falaries  of  the  profef- 
fors  as  I have  ever  fince  done.  I did  not  even 
rely  on  my  own  judgment,  but  applied  for  a legal 
opinion,  which  coincided  with  my  own  interpreta- 
tion. But  the  difference  between  the  falary  which 
the  college  announced  for  each  profeflor,  namely 
100I.  a year,  and  that  which  the  a£t  appeared  to 
give  at  that  time,  namely  154b  a Year>  feemed 
not  very  great  $ becaufe  I alfo  apprehended,  as  did 
moft  of  the  members  of  the  college  of  phyficians, 
that  although  the  college  (hould  allot  only  iool.  a 
year  for  each  profefforlhip,  they  were  empowered, 
and  they  manifefted  their  inclination  if  fo  empow- 
ered, to  allot  a like  annual  fum  for  clinical  le&ures  j 
now  thefe  ledures  being  appointed  to  be  given 
alternately  by  the  profeilors,  in  periods  compri- 
fing  the  half  of  each  medical  feffion,  a king  s pro- 
feffor  giving  clinical  le&ures  under  this  arrange- 
ment would  receive  in  the  year  a falary  of  150I. 
The  difference  between  the  lalaries  thus  devifed 
by  the  college  of  phyficians,  and  thofe  appointed 

bv  the  ad  was  not  fufficient  to  induce  me  to  m- 

; ftitute 
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ititute  a contention  which  might  impede  the  efta- 
blifhment  of  a falutary  public  inftitution.  In  this 
conduct  did  I appear  to  prefer  my  private  intereft 
to  the  fuccefs  of  the  fchool  of  phyfic  ? 

I have  aflerted  that  the  college  of  phyficians 
manifefted  their  inclination  to  grant  falaries,  if 
empowered,  for  the  giving  of  clinical  ledures.  I 
add  the  following  circumftance  in  corrobora- 
tion. So  early  as  the  ioth  of  November,  1786, 
I was  deputed  by  the  college  of  phyficians  “ to 
<c  wait  on  thb  provoft  to  requeft  his  opinion  whe- 
<e  ther  the  college  of  phyficians  were  empowered 
“ to  grant  falaries  to  clinical  ledurers ; and  whe- 
“ ther,  if  they  be,  the  college  of  Dublin  univer- 
“ fity  ought  and  would  coincide  with  the  truftees 
“ of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  funds  by  granting  falaries 
“ to  the  univerfity  profeflors,  when  it  fliould 
“ come  to  their  turn  to  give  clinical  ledures  ?” 

To  this  query  the  provoft  replied  in  the  nega- 
tive. But  the  college  having  afterwards  enter- 
tained opinions  in  oppofition  to  thofe  of  the  pro- 
voft on  other  points,  confulted  council  of  thefirft 
eminence  (in  April  1788)  on  the  whole  fubjeft 
of  the  pro fe (Tors’  falaries.  How  then  did  the 
college  of  phyficians  ad  ? They  attended  to  the 
advice  of  council,  in  refraining  from  grant- 
ing additional  falaries  for  clinical  ledures ; but 
they  difregarded  the  advice  of  the  fame  council, 
in  refufing  to  grant  the  profeflors  the  whole  of 
the  falaries,  for  their  other  ledures,  to  which  it 

then 
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then  appeared  they  were  legally  entitled.  What 
was  the  condua  of  the  king’s  profeffors  ? They 
not  only  continued  to  make  every  exertion  in  the 
departments  which  they  refpeaively  filled  as  pro- 
feffors, but  they  gave  clinical  leaures  in  rotation  ; 
while  the  univerfity  profelTors,  who,  by  the  aft, 
were  under  equal  obligations  in  this  refpea,.  i 
refufed  to  give  fuch  leaures  without  an  additional 
falary.  In  this  condua  did  the  king’s  profelTors 
appear  to  prefer  their  private  intereft  to  the  fuc- 
cefs  of  the  fchool  of  phyfic  ? 


Next  advert  to  the  condua  of  the  king  s pro- 
feffors after  the  deceafe  of  Doaor  Quin.  n ' e 
aa  which  was  paffed  immediately  afterwards  for 
the  purpofe  of  facilitating  and  enfunng  the  eiiab- 
liihment  of  clinical  leaures,  a nnftatement  crep 
f into  the  preamble,  refpeaing  the  amount  of  the 
annual  furpluT~of  Sir  P.  Dun’s  funds  after  the 
payment  of  the  profeffors’  falaries.  T he  profeffors, 

however  poftponedthe  vindicattonof  their  claims, 
'::d  iolned  in  confultations  for  the  effab.i.hment 
of  clinical  leaures  underany  difpenfatton  t - 
iBg  care  that  the  republic  of  medicine  Ihould 
fuffer  no  detriment,  even  though  they  were  - 
„ fice  much  of  their  individual  advantage  upon 
die  altar  of  public  benefit.  In  this  - ^ 

the  king’s  profeffors  appear  to  prefer  their  pm 
iutereft°to  the  fuccefs  of  the  fchool  of  phyfic? 


I trull  I may  fay,  without  incurrmg  the  imputa- 

tion  either  of  vanity  or  arrogance  thmfince^ 
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commencement  of  the  initiation  my  zeal  for  its 
fuccefs  has  been  not  only  eminent,  but  uniform. 
I leave  to  others  to  contrail  it  with  the  fullen  tor- 
pidity, or  avowed  indifference  which,  for  a feries 
of  years,  marked  the  conduct  of  thofe  gentlemen 
who  of  late  have  thought  proper  to  plume  them- 
felves  on  their  public /pint* 

I have  now  fome  Confidence  that  the  obfervati- 
dns  which  I fhall  fubmit  to  you  on  the  fcheme  of 
the  fchool  of  phyfic  in  this  kingdom  will  be  confi- 
dered  as  the  refult  of  liberal  conceptions,  not  lefs 
than  of  mature  deliberation.  Of  their  propriety* 
you,  gentlemen,  -are  the  bell  judges  ; and  I en- 
tertain flrong  expectations  that,  whatever  your 
opinions  may  be*  fueh  improvements  will  be 
adopted  in  the  conllitution  of  this  important  nati- 
onal eftablilhment  as  may  correfpond  with  the  ge- 
neral fenfe  of  the  members  of  the  medical  pro- 
feffion.  I proceed,  therefore,  to  call  your  atten- 
tion to  fuch  circumflances  of  our  prefent  inlti* 
tution  as  appear  to  require  amelioration. 


OF  THE  DEMARCATION  OF  PROFESSORIAL  DtlTIES* 

Sir  P.  Dun  in  his  fcheme  propofed  that  lec- 
tures fhould  be  given  on  anatomy  and  chirurgery* 
botany,  and  materia  medica. 

By  the  aCl  of  the  25th  of  the  king,  profeffor- 
fhips  are  eftablifhed,  on  the  foundation  of  the 

H univerfity, 
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univerfity,  of  anatomy  and  chirurgery,  of  botany, 
and  of  chymiftry  ; on  the  foundation  of  Sir  P. 
Dun,  of  the  inftitutes  of  medicine,  of  the  prac- 
tice of  medicine,  of  materia  medica  and  phar- 
macy, of  natural  hiftory,  and  whenever  the  col- 
lege of  phyficians  think  fit,  and  the  funds  allow, 
of  midwifery.  Clinical  lectures  alfo  are  directed 
to  be  given  by  the  feveral  profeffors  on  both  foun- 
dations alternately. 

It  matters  not  upon  what  foundation  a profef- 
forfhip  is  eftablifhed,  provided  it  be  adequately 
fupported.  Of  the  profeffors  on  the  foundation 
of  the  univerfity,  the  anatomift  and  the  ehymift 
poffefs  the  neceffary  apparatus  for  carrying  on 
their  lectures  with  effeft  ; but  the  botanift  is  ftill 
deftitute  of  the  means  of  demonftrating  the  ftruc- 
ture,  growth,  and  charters  of  vegetables.  Yet 
the  cultivation  of  this  elegant  and  ufeful  fcience  is 
a duty  incumbent  on  the  univerfity,  and  the  pro- 
vifions  for  this  purpofe,  which  they  have  fo  fine 
an  opportunity  of  eflablifhing  under  the  aufpices 
of  the  prefent  profeffor,  would  form  a lading 
monument  to  their  honour.  Perhaps  a few  words 
in  explanation  of  this  iubject  may  not  be  thrown 
away. 

The  fcience  of  botany  comprifes  two  objects, 
the  phyfiology  and  the  arrangements  of  plants. 
The  laws  by  which  nature  governs  the  vegetable 
kingdom,  it  is  the  province  of  the  botanical  phi- 

lofopher  to  difcover  from  the  phenomena  which 

difclofe 
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^ifclofe  them,  and  to  announce  by  difplaymg  thofe 
phenomena  and  explaining  their  connexion.  I he 
difcriminating  marks  by  which  all  the  various 
plants  that  cover  the  earth  are  fyftematically 
claffed,  and  the  identity  of  each  afcertained,  it  is  ; 
no  lefs  neceffary  for  him  to  explain  and  exhibit. 
Can  this  be  done  without  a collection  of  vegeta- 
bles properly  felefted  and  arranged  for  the  mani- 
feftation  of  thofe  phaenomena  and  the  expofition 
of  thofe  difcriminating  marks  ? I think  a bota- 
nical garden  indifpenfably  neceffary  for  a botani- 
cal profeffor.  But  with  regard  to  the  extent  of 
fuch  a garden,  my  views  are  not  extravagant. 
The  profeffor  is  not  expeCted  to  make  experi- 
ments in  agriculture,  in  planting,  or  in  horticul- 
ture : he  needs  no  collection  of  exotics,  no 
groves,  no  ihrubberies,  no  lawns,  no  nurferies. 
He  requires  fuch  an  extent  of  ground  only  as  may 
afford  room  for  perfpicuous  divilions  of  the  dif- 
ferent compartments  wherein  his  materials  are  to 
be  arranged,  and  for  a competent  variety  of  foils 
and  expofures  to  fuit  difl^rent  vegetables  of  na- 
tive growth.  I fpeak  not  on  my  own  judgment 
only,  but  on  that  of  others  better  verfed  in  con- 
fiderations  of  this  nature,  among  whom  I have 
authority  to  mention  the  profeffor  of  botany  him- 
felf,  when  I affirm  that  a well-chofen  and  well-ar- 
ranged collection  of  indigenous  plants  fufficient 
for  the  inftruCtion  of  ftudents  in  the  elements  of 
botany  might  be  comprifed  within  the  coinpafs  of 
three  acres  of  ground,  and  fnpportedat  an  expeace 
of  one  hundred  pounds  a year.  This  expenle  the 

univerfity 
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univerfity  is  called  upon  to  defray ; and  I have  fan- 
gulne  hopes  that  it  will  not  be  called  upon  in  vain, 
when  the  circumftances  which  I have  now  ftated 
fhall  be  duly  laid  before  it,  and  taken  into  confi* 
deration.  I mull  do  the  univerfity  the  juftice  to 
fay  that  the  impediments  which  have  hitherto  pre- 
vented the  eftablifhment  of  a botanic  garden  have 
not  originated  in  any  difinclination  on  its  part  to 
forward  fo  defirable  a meafure.  For  in  March, 
1789,  the  board  of  Trinity  college  avowed  their 
readinefs  <c  to  appropriate  an  annual  fum  of  70I. 
c<  for  the  perpetual  fupport  of  a botanical  gar- 
u den,”  and  in  December,  1792,  “ engaged  to 
t(  allocate  a fund  producing  from  iool.  to  120I. 
“ a year  for  the  fame  purpofe.”  But  hence  has 
arifen  the  regretted  delay  of  this  appropriation. 
The  board  have  not  been  aware  that  the  fund 
which  they  avowed  their  intention  of  devoting  to 
a garden  for  their  botanical  profelfor  is  fufficient, 
without  any  adfcitious  aid,  to  the  completion 
of  their  defign.  They  have  therefore  entered 
into  various  negociations  with  the  college  of 
phyficians,  and  with  the  Dublin  fociety,  in 
expectation  of  receiving  aid  from  the  funds 
of  which  thofe  bodies  refpeCtively  are  truf- 
trees.  But  various  opinions  and  interefts  have 
rendered  thofe  negociations  fruitlefs : and  the 
univerfity  to  this  moment  fuffers  the  imputation 
of  neglefting  one  material  branch  of  its  duty, 
while  it  pofleifes  both  the  means  and  the  inclina- 
tion adequately  to  effeCt  it.  I will  fuppofe  the 

money 
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money  agreed  by  the  unive.rfity  to  be  allocated 
for  a lcientific  botanic  garden,  faved  and  accu- 
mulated fmce  March,  1789,  in  like  manner  as 
the  money  granted  by  parliament  for  an  agricul- 
tural botanic  garden,  was  faved  and  accumu- 
lated for  five  years.  Previous  to  December, 
1792,  a fum  of  260I.  or  thereabouts,  and  from 
thence  to  the  prefent  time  another  fum  of  about 
the  fame  amount  muft  have  accrued ; fo  that  up- 
wards of  500I.  fhould  now  be  confidered  as  being 
in  hand.  This,  with  iool.  or  120I.  a year,  is 
competent  to  the  eflablifhment  and  fupport  of  a 
fcientific  botanic  garden  upon  the  molt  eligible 
plan. 

The  next  open  for  improvement  regards  the 
le&ures  on  natural  hiftory.  'This  fubjeft  is  at 
prefent  confolidated  with  materia  medica  and 
pharmacy,  the  profeffor  treating  of  the  whole  in 
one  courfe  of  le&Ures.  But  in  my  opinion  it  is 
of  fufficient  extent  and  importance  to  require  be- 
ing treated  of  in  a feparate  courfe.  Natural  hif- 
tory comprehends  the  knowledge,  and  diftribution 
of  all  the  fubje&s  of  the  animal  and  mineral 
kingdoms ; not  to  fpeak  of  the  vegetable  which 
is  exclufively  appropriated  to  a peculiar  depart- 
ment. But  here  too  a fubfidiary  eftablilhment  is 
requifite.  A cabinet  or  mufeum  is  not  lefs  necef- 
fary  for  a profeffor  of  natural  hiftory,  than  a gar- 
den for  a profeffor  of  botany  ; and  until  fuch  an 
aid  be  provided  it  would  be  vain  and  frivolous  to 
alter  the  prefent  difpofidon.  When  I fpeak  of  a 

cabinet 
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cabinet  or  mufeum,  you  will  not  imagine  that  1 
mean  a collection  of  curious  gew-gaws,  wam- 
pum belts,  fouth-fea  neck  laces,  Indian  idols,  and 
ogham  epitaphs.  I mean  a collection  which, 
though  it  may  be  expenfive,  will  require  lefs  ex- 
penfe  than  fcience  to  compofe  it  ; a collection  of 
which  the  treafures  confift  in  the  fpontaneous  pro- 
duCtions  of  nature,  and  the  utility  in  the  illuftraT 
tion  of  her  works  by  their  philofophical  arrange- 
ment. Such  a collection  would  be  worthy  a col- 
lege of  phyficians  to  undertake,  and  would  in, 
deed  refleCt  honour  on  them  to  eltablifh.  But 
fhould  the  fcientific  labour  appear  too  arduous  to 
the  prefent  fellows,  they  might  at  lead  manifeft 
their  fcientific  zeal  and  public  fpirit , by  dedicating 
to  a purpofe  fo  immediately  fubfervient  to  fcience 
and  the  public  good,  fuch  fums  belonging  to  the 
corporation  as  of  late  have  been  annually  lavilhed 
in  fupplies  for  the  domeftie  conviviality  of  fome 
of  their  publie-fpirited  agitators.  A fubfcnption 
thus  commenced,  would,  1 am  perfuaded,  not  long 
remain  unfupported.  I am  far  from  defpairmg 
to  fee  philofophy  hailed,  and  her  votaries  encou- 
raged in  this  country ; and  I call  upon  you  all, 
gentlemen,  my  brethren  of  every  department  in  the 
medical  profeflion,  to  lend  your  aid  in  promoting 
meafures  which  tend  at  once  to  enlighten  the 
public  mind,  and  to  enhance  our  common  efti, 
mation  in  fociety. 

With  regard  to  the  provihon  in  the  a3  allow, 
ing  the  college  to  eleft  a profefforfhip  of  mid- 
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wifery  on  the  foundation  of  Sir  P.  Dun,  I an* 
clearly  of  opinion  that  if  the  college  fhould  think 
fit  to  eftablifh  fuch  a profeflorfhip,  they  ought  to 
annex  it  to  one  of  the  others,  either  to  that  of  the 
inftitutes,  or  of  the  pradice  of  medicine,  fo  that 
a mere  general  (ketch  of  the  principles  of  mid- 
■tvifery  might  be  conveyed  to  the  ftudents  of  phyfic, 
in  the  fame  manner  as  chirurgery  is  touched  on 
by  the  profeflor  of  anatomy.  The  pradice  of 
midwifery  confifts  eflentially  in  manual  opera- 
tions, and  is  therefore  ftridly  a branch  of  the 
chirurgic  art.  Hence  midwifery  is  properly 
taught  by  the  college  of  furgeons.  But  to  fix  a 
dodor  of  phyfic  in  a profeffiorial  chair  in  T rinity 
college , for  the  purpofe  of  giving  efficient  inftruc- 
tions  in  the  praftice  of  midwifery , would  be 
fcarcely  lef3  ridiculous  than  to  fix  him  for  the 
fame  purpofe  in  the  centre  of  his  majefty’s  fleet. 
Midwifery,  by  general  cuftom,  conftitutes  a dif- 
tind  department  of  the  medical  profeffion ; and 
certain  it  is  that  a ftudent  cannot  acquire  the  ne- 
ceffary  rudiments,  much  lefs  an  adequate  dexte- 
rity in  this  department,  unlefs  he  repair  to  the 
lying-in  hofpital,  and  employ  his  eyes  and  hand* 
in  the  bufinefs  of  his  art. 

It  remains  for  me  to  advert  to  the  prefen$ 
fcheme  of  giving  clinical  ledures,  namely  by  the 
feveral  profeflors  of  both  foundations,  in  rotation. 
This  plan  I have  no  hefitation  in  condemning. 
It  was  founded  in  the  ill-judged  parfimony  of 
faving  the  falary  of  one  or  two  profeffors,  whofe 
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exprefs  duty  it  fhould  be  to  give  clinical  lectui<5$< 
But  it  was  neither  fanCtioned  by  the  advice  of  the 
college  of  phyficians,  nor  warranted  by  the  ex- 
ample of  any  other  medical  fchool  in  any  part  of 
the  world,  nor  has  experience  proved  it  with  u3 
advantageous,  or  even  practicable.  In  fact,  this 
plan  neither  has  been,  nor  could  have  been  im- 
plicitly followed.  The  age  and  infirmities  of  the 
mod  diftinguifhed  ornament  of  our  inftitution 
did  not  more  contribute  to  this  phyfical  impofii- 
bility,  than  other  circumjiances  which  1 forbear  tb 

mention * 

That  a tax  of  this  kind  fhould  be  laid  on  cer- 
tain of  the  profeffors  is  indeed  unreafonable. 
The  anatomift  fhould  not  be  called  away  from  his 
minute  difediom , nor  the  chymifl  from  his  tedi* 
eus  procejfes , which  are  necefary  preparatives  for 
their  refpeCtive  leCtures*  Neither  can  it  con- 
fift  with  the  advantage  of  fiudents  that  they 
fhould.  The  praftice  of  medicine  is  the  confum* 
jnation  of  our  art ; that  to  which  every  branch 
of  medical  ftudy  is  or  ought  to  be  fubfervient. 
But  is  it  to  be  fuppofed  that  of  two  men  fettmg 
out  equally  qualified  by  talents  and  knowledge, 
he  whofe  whole  ftudy  and  experience  are  en- 
groffed  by  the  practice  of  phyfic*  rtot  become 
a fuperior  clinical  practitioner  to  him  whofe  prin- 
cipal purfuits  are  profecuted  in  the  dead-room  or 
the  laboratory  ? I fpeak  here  in  a general  way, 
declaiming  any  unpolite  allufions ; for  certain  y 
the  prefent  profeffors  of  thofe  branches  are  as 
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good  phyficians  as  they  are,  the  one-an  anatomift, 
and  the  other  a chymift.  But  I fhould  pay  but  a 
poor  compliment  to  thofe  powers  of  felf-improve- 
ment  which  they  refpe&ively  nlanifeft,  if  I were 
not  to  fuppofe  that  either  of  them  would  acquire 
{till  more  deferved  eminence  as  a phyfician,  if  he 
were  to  devote  hill  more  time  and  fttidy  to  the 
practice  of  phyfic* 

But  if  it  be  improper  to  exa&  from  the  profef- 
fors  of  anatomy  and  chymiftry  attendance  on  an 
hofpital,  and  courfes  of  clinical  leftur'es  ; how 
much  more  fo  muft  it  be  to  require  this  duty 
from  profelfors  whofe  purfuits  are  nianifeftly  un- 
combined with  the  pradice  of  phyfic  ? The  pre- 
fent  profeffor  of  botany  in  Oxford  (fo  juftly  cele- 
brated for  his  labours  in  that  fciencej  would  be 
deemed  incompetent  for  fuch  a ftation  in  our 
univerfity.  A Banks,  or  a Solander  could  not  fuc- 
ceed  to  our  chair  of  natural  hiftory.  Vain  would 
be  the  recommendation  of  fuch  talents  and  ac- 
quirements as  thofe  of  Tournefort,  Ray,  Derham, 
Celfius,  Pontedra,  Vaillant,  Du  Hamel,  Hales, 
Kalm,  Buffon,  Pennant, ' Karften,  in  candidates 
for  profelforlhips  of  botany  and  natural  hiftory 
in  our  fchool  of  phyfic.  Why  ? Becaufe  the 
time  and  ftudy  neceffarily  preparative  to  the  prac- 
tice of  phyfic  would  in  fuch  candidates  have  been 
more  wifely,  and  1 will  venture  to  fay  more  ufe- 
fully  employed  ; would  have  been  dedicated  folely 
to  thofe  purfuits  whereby  the  philofophers  whom 
1 point  out  as  obje&s  of  emulation  acquired  per- 

I fonal 
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lonal  reputation,  while  they  enriched  the  fciences 
to  which  their  talents  were  devoted.  Mark  now 
the  tendency  of  our  parfimonious  policy.  The 
profeffor  of  botany  or  of  natural  hiltory  mull 
d'eliver  clinical  lectures.  To  difcharge  this  duty 
faithfully,  he  muff  have  ftudied  and  laboured 
as  a clinical  practitioner,  and  mult  perfevere 
in  that  Itudy  and  labour.  He  cannot  then  afford 
time,  fuppofing  him  to  polfefs  talents,  to  ac- 
quire that  fuperior  fkill  in  his  peculiar  depart- 
ment, which  is  as  neceffary  to  pre-eminence  as 
palfing  through  the  portico  of  virtue  was,  amongll 
the  ancients,  to  admilfion  into  the  temple  of  fame. 
Thus  we  either  appoint  a profelfor,  the  weight  of 
whofe  extra-official  duties  prevents  him  from  ac- 
quiring eminence  in  his  peculiar  department  ; or 
if  a man  have  already  acquired  eminence  by  the 
devotion  of  his  whole  life  to  a peculiar  branch  of 
fcience,  we  hold  him  ineligible  to  be  a profeffor 
of  that  branch,  becaufe  he  does  not  vaunt  hinffelf 
qualified  to  deliver  clinical  leClures. 


OF  THE  PROVISIONS  FOR  THE  ESTABLISHMENT 
OF  CLINICAL  LECTURES. 

The  committee  of  enquiry  of  the  houfe  of 
Commons  inftituted  in  1783  examined  feveral 
eminent  phyficians  relative  to  the  heft  means  of 
eflabliffiing  clinical  leftures.  From  the  records 
of  their  evidence  it  appears  that  they  were  unani- 
mous in  recommending,  that  particular  wards  in 

fome 
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fame  hofpital  already  eftablilhed  in  Dublin  fhould 
be  fet  apart  during  the  winter  half  year  as  clinical 
wards.  Two  points  were  continually  prefled  upon 
the  committee  ; the  advantage  of  fele&ing  from 
a large  hofpital  the  patients  whofe  cafes  would  be 
molt  inftruftive  to  Undents,  and  the  facility  of 
accomplifhing  this  fcheme  at  a fmall  expenfe. 

The  late  Doctor  Brereton  was  of  opinion  that 
clinical  lectures  might  be  eftablifhed  with  fcarce 
any  expenfe,  by  Amply  authoriflng  the  clinical 
letturer  to  prefcribe  for  a certain  number  of  pati- 
ents ordinarily  maintained  in  fome  eftablifhed  hof- 
pital. And  this  opinion  appears  to  have  made  a re- 
markably ftrong  impreflion  upon  the  mind  of  the 
late  provoft  ; for,  five  years  afterwards,  when  he 
was  diflatisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the  college  of 
phyflcians  in  taking  a houfe,  fitting  it  up,  and 
fupporting  it  at  a confiderable  expenfe  as  a 
clinical  hofpital,  he  examined  different  phyfici- 
ans,  before  the  board  of  education  appointed  by 
the  houfe  of  commons,  touching  the  expenfe  of 
giving  clinical  leftures,  on  tjle  cafes  of  patients  in 
fome  hofpital  already  eftablifhed.  In  particular 
he  put  one  queftion  to  me,  and  repeated  it,  with 
much  circumfpe&ion  in  the  choice  of  his  expref- 
fions,  of  which  queftion  and  my  anfwer  hecaufed 
the  following  minute  to  be  made  in  words  delibe- 
rately dilated  by  himfelf: — “ Examinant  being 
“ afked  whether  carrying  on  clinical  le&ures  at 
“ an  hofpital  appointed  for  that  purpofe  only,  is 
u as  ^economical  as  carrying  on  thofe  le&ures  at 

“ any 
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any  other  hofpital  where  no  feparate  beds  are 
to  be  provided  for  the  fubjects  ? fays,  that 
“ in  the  cafe  lad  dated  there  would  be  no  ex- 
c‘  penle  at  all.” 

The  late  Dr.  Hutchefon  and  Dr.  Harvey,  when 
examined  with  Dr.  Brereton  in  1783*  conceived 
it  proper  that  additional  wards  fhould  be  fitted  up 
in  fome  edablifhed  hofpital,  and  feparate  beds 
provided  for  the  fubjefts  of  clinical  le&ures.  The 
expenfe  of  lupportihg  thefe  beds  during  the  me- 
djcal  feffion  Dr.  Hutchefon  calculated  at  7I.  or  • 
81.  a bed.  Dr.  Harvey  made  a calculation  of 
nearly  the  fame  amount.  Fifteen  pounds  a year, 
he  dated,  would  fupport  abed  in  a well-regulated 
hofpital.  But  as  clinical  lectures  are  given  during 
half  only  of  the  year,  half  only  of  this  fum  is  re- 
quired. The  clinical  wards  of  the  great  infirmary 
of  Edinburgh  contain  thirty  beds,  but  we  do  not 
require  fo  many.  Two  hundred  pounds  a year, 
or  250I.  at  the  utmod,  would  be  amply  fufficient 
for  the  edablifhment  of  clinical  lectures  on  the 
mod  eligible  plan.  Such  was  the  tedimony  in 
1783  of  Dr.  Harvey,  who  was  at  that  time  well- 
acquainted  with  the  regulation  of  hofpitals,  and 
uninfluenced  by  party  views, 

Thefe  calculations  anfwer  with  tolerable  cor- 
re&nefs,  even  for  the  prefent  time  when  the  ne- 
peflary  articles  of  food  and  medicine  are  advanced 
in  price.  The  whole  expenfe  of  an  extenfi\e 
hofpital  of  which  I am  a governor,  during  the 
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lafl  year  was  2776I.  including  not  only  the  Salaries 
of  officers,  nurl'es  and  fervants,  but  a confiderable 
fum  expended  in  repairs  of  the  building.  The 
number  of  beds  fupported  was  172,  So  that  the 
whole  expenfe  was  about  1 61.  a bed;  and  this 
for  a clafs  of  patients  \yhofe  diet  is  more  full  than 
that  of  other  defcriptions  of  patients  in  general, 
and  whofe  principal  drugs  (mercury  and  bark; 
are  amongfl:  the  mod  expenfive  articles  of  the  ma- 
teria medica.  In  the  fame  hofpitai  the  outfit  of 
100  beds  is  700I.  Thus  we  are  in  perfect  pof- 
feffion  of  data  for  calculating  the  amount  of  com- 
petent provisions  for  clinical  lectures  on  the  cafes 
of  patients  in  Separate  wards  in  fome  hofpitai 
already  efiablifhed. 

It  only  remains  to  enquire,  what  number  of 
beds  ought  fuch  wards  to  contain  ? Of  this  we 
may  form  a judgment  from  the  following  com 
federations.  It  being  neceflary  that  each  pro- 
feffor  fhould  have  a diftind  hour  in  the  day  ah 
lotted  to  his  ledure,  one  hour  only  is  fet  apart  for 
the  hofpitai.  But  of  this  hour  ten  minutes  at 
lead  mull  be  confumed  by  the  ftudents  in  going 
thither  from  the  college  after  the  expiration  of 
the  ledure  occupying  the  preceding  hour,  and 
ten  minutes  more  in  returning  to  be  in  time  for 
the  commencement  of  the  Succeeding.  There  re- 
main then  but  forty  minutes  to  be  divided  amongft 
the  clinical  patients.  Now  if  thefe  patients  be 
Selected  for  the  importance  of  their  cafes,  I affirm 
that  it  is  impofiible  for  the  phyfician  wifely  and 

confcientioully 


[ 62  ] 

confcientioufly  to  perform  his  duty  if  he  devote 
lefs  time,  upon  an  average,  to  each  than  three  mi- 
nutes in  examining  the  different  fymptoms,  dic- 
tating reports  of  them  to  be  entered  down  by  the 
ftudents,  forming  his  own  judgment  of  the  cafe, 
and  prefcribing  the  proper  regimen  and  medi- 
cines. I am  fatisfied  that  I under-rate  the  portion 
of  time  to  which  each  fick  man  has  a moral  claim 
upon  him  into  whofe  hands  his  life  and  death  are 
confided  ; and  I believe  that  very  few  perfons  la- 
bouring under  fuch  difeafes  in  private  would  con- 
ceive it  poffible  that  juflice  could  be  done  them 
in  a vifit  of  five  times  the  length,  even  by  the 
mofl  celebrated  and  fkilful  phyfician. 


But  fuppofing  this  fhort  time  fufficient  for  the 
experienced  praditioner,  can  it  be  expected  tnat 
the  tyro  will  be  equally  quick-fighted  and  fugaci- 
ous ? Can  it  be  expected  that  he  for  whofe  in- 
ftrudion  this  eftablifhment  is  defigned,  who  is 
avowedly  only  learning  the  appearance  of  difeafes, 
and  whofe  attention  at  the  bed-fide  muff  be  parny 
engaged  in  noting  down  the  phyfician’s  report, 
will  really  derive  adequate  inftruction  from  this 
tranfient  glimpfe  ? The  clinical  phyfician  fhould 
not  only  fet  an  example  to  ftudents  of  pondering 
upon  the  lives  of  their  fellow-creatures,  but  fhould 
convince  them  that  corred  clinical  practice  con- 
fifts  in  the  careful  examination  of  a few  patients, 
rather  than  in  the  curfory  furvey  of  crowds,  lo 
thefe  confiderations  may  be  added , that  inciden- 
tal well-direCted  obfervations  on  the  cafes  of  pa- 
’ tients, 
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tients,  made  at  their  bed-fides,  might  convey 
more  valuable  pra&ical  information  than  copi- 
ous premeditated  difcuflions  in  a le£lure-room. 
This  pra&ice  would  alfo  require  fome  additional 
time. 

Thus  it  appears  that  the  number  of  patients 
who  Ihould  befele&ed  in  an  hofpital  andfet  apart 
in  clinical  wards  for  the  inftruftion  of  ftudents  in 
this  city  ought  not  in  general  to  exceed  twelve. 
The  expenfe  of  fitting  up  twelve  additional  beds 
in  an  hofpital  is  84I.  and  the  expenfe  of  fupport- 
ing  them  during  the  medical  feflion  about  100I.  a 
year,  being  at  the  rate  of  81.  or  9I.  a bed  for  the 
half  year. 

Having  (hewn  what  the  utmofl  expenfe  of  the 
eftablilhment  for  clinical  le&ures  ought  to  have 
been  ; I muft  now  turn  your  attention  to  what  it 
has  a&ually  been. 

I ' 

Previoufly,  however,  it  is  right  to  obferve  that 
the  legifiature  had  appropriated  one-third  of  the 
income  of  Sir  P.  Dun’s  eflate  from  the  time  of 
the  death  of  Doftor  Barbor  to  that  of  the  elec- 
tion of  the  new  profelfors  (which  amounted  to 
3261. 12s.  6^.)  to  the  fupport  of  clinical  le&ures. 
It  had  alfo  “ authorized  the  college  of  phyfi- 
cians  to  appoint  the  faid  clinical  leftures  to  be 
given  in  fuch  hofpital  or  hofpitals  in  the  city  of 
Dublin  as  lhall  be  found  raoft  convenient  for 

“ that 
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“ that  purpofe.”*  Taking  thefe  circumftanco) 
into  confideration,  I,  very  early  after  the  elec- 
tion of  the  profeffors,  propofed  that  the  co - 
leee  of  phyfieians  ihould  appoint  clinical  leaures 
to  be  given  in  Mercer’s  hofpital ; that  to  this  end 
application  ihould  be  made  to  the  governors  ot  that 
hofpital,  fignifying  to  them  the  defire  of  the  co  age 
to  contribute  towards  the  funds  of  the  hofpital  (out 

of  the  furplus  appropriated  by  parliament  or  t e 

fupport  of  clinical  ledures)  a competent  pecuniary 
confideration  for  the  additional  expenfe  and  trouble 
which  might  be  occafioned  in  the  hofpital,  by 
clinical  leSurer,  for  the  time  being,  prefcnb.ng  for 
certain  number  of  patients  in  place  of  the  ordi- 
“ phyfician  of  the  houfe,  and  by  the  cl, meal 
nund ' being  admitted  to  attend  him  in  his  ufit  to 
fuch  patiems.  It  is  obvious  that  had  this  fcheme 
been  carried  into  execution  the  fund  for  the  fup- 
port of  Mercer’s  hofpital  would  have  been  en- 
creafed  ; the  patients  would  have  been  at  lea ft 
well  attended  ; and  clinical  learners  might  have 
been  immediately  eftablilhed,  under  the  mod  fa- 
vourable circumftances,  at  a very  trifling  expend 

-Why  then  was  this  fcheme  not  adopted  . Did 
^ ? On  the  contrary,  they  after- 
governor ■ their  readinefs  to  admit 

T ot The  fchool  of  phyfic  and  their 

t lSM  • to  the  hofpital.  Who  then  oppofed  their 

into  “ an  hofpital  on  an  extenfive  plan 
admiffion  into  v M capable 


* Aa  25  G.  III.  ch.  12*  fee-  34- 
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<?  capable  of  receiving  patients  affli&ed  with  dif- 
« eafes  of  every  defcription,  which,  being  made 
sc  the  conftant  fubjects  of  infpe&ion  and  inftruc- 
<s  tion  conveyed  in  clinical  leftures,  would  tend 
more  to  the  advancement  of  medical  fcience  and 
“ the  eftablifhment  of  a complete  fcnool  of  phyfic 
“ than  any  other  inftitution?”  I mull  tell  you.  One 
of  the  public-fpirited  gentlemen  who  figned  the 
“ Statement,”  from  whence  I have  quoted  this 
paragraph,  and  who  was  then  attending  phyfician 
cf  the  intern  patients  of  the  hofpital.  It  was  the 
blunt  and  peremptory  declaration  of  this  gentle- 
man “ that  the  college  of  phyficians  might  ap- 
“ point  clinical  lectures  to  be  given  in  Mercer’s 
“ hofpital  if  they  thought  proper  ; but  that  if 
<c  any  clinical  lecturer  fliould  come  to  that  hofpi- 
“ tal  he  would  take  care  to  lhut  the  door  in  his 
“ face.”  Thefe  were  his  words ; for  fuch  an 
impreftion  did  they  make  on  me,  that  though  ut- 
tered fo  long  fince,  their  characters  are  as  diftinft 
in  my  recollection  as  if  the  founds  were  yet  ting- 
ling in  my  ears.  I ventured  to  exprefs  my  doubts 
that,  if  the  college  were  authorized  to  appoint 
clinical  leCtures  to  be  given  in  an  hofpital,  any 
perfon  would  be  warranted  in  refilling  fuch  ap- 
pointment and  the  giving  of  fuch  leCtures.  The 
point  however  was  not  urged,  in  tendernefs  to 
the  phyfician  of  Mercer’s  hofpital,  who  in  thus  op- 
pofing  the  means  of  an  eftablilhment  which  “ in 
<c  bis  opinion  would  tend  more  to  the  advance- 
“ ment  of  medical  fcience  and  the  eftablifhment 
<c  of  a complete  fchool  of  phyfic  than  any  other 

K “ inftitution,” 
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“ inflitmion,”  feemed  like  the  mortified  lover 

“ Who  beheld  his  vain  embraces  mock’d, 

“ Juft  as  he  feem’d  to  clafp  the  long’d-for  objeft  •” 

his  affe£licr»s  now  manifeding  as  violent  repulfion 
from  this  prime  condu&or  of  medical  fcience,  as 
they  had  before  exhibited  attra&ion  towards  it. 

Thefe  anecdotes  difclofe  the  origin  of  thofeob- 
flrudions  whereby  the  fird  and  mod  excellent 
'plans  for  the  edablilhment  of  clinical  leaures, 
conceived  by  Dottor  Brereton,  and  adopted  by 
the  fecretary  of  date,  were  fmothered  in  their 
birth.  It  yet  remains  to  be  developed  why 
Dr.  Hutchefon’s  and  Dr.  Harvey’s  plan  of  fup- 
porting  clinical  leaures,  by  maintaining  patients 
in  appropriate  wards  in  fome  hofpital  already  edab- 
lifhed,  was  not  carried  into  execution.  The  hif- 
tory  of  this  tranfa&ion  I (hall  now  unfold.  On 
the  28th  of  March,  1786,  the  college  of  phyfi- 
cians  ce  ordered  that  the  profeflors  be  a com- 
« mittee  to  confider  of  the  bed  means  for  edab- 
“ lidring  clinical  leaures.”  On  the  8th  of  May 
following  “ the  profedors  gave  in  their  report 
te  with  refpea  to  the  bed  means  of  edablifh- 
“ ing  clinical  leaures,”  when  the  college  “ 01- 
<c  dered  that  the  fame  committee  be  empow- 
t{  ered  to  treat  with  the  governors  of  any  hofpi- 
tc  tal  which  might  feem  to  them  mod  convenient 
“ for  the  edablilhment  of  clinical  wards  ; pro- 
“ vided  however  that  before  they  enter  into  any 
“ conclufive  agreement  they  report  their  pro- 
<c  ceedings  to  the  college  for  their  approbation.” 
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On  the  4th  of  November,  1786,  “ the  committee 
<s  appointed  by  the  college  for  treating  with  the 
*c  governors  of  any  hofpital  for  the  eftablifhment 
« of  clinical  lectures  are  empowered  finally  to  treat 
« with  the  governors  of  Mercer’s  hofpital,  provi- 
« ded  the  fum  to  be  expended  in  confequence  of 
44  this  refolutjion  do  not  amount  to  more  than  th*» 
fum  fpecified  in  the  35  th  fe&i°n  a<^  ^or 

“ eftablifhing  a complete  fchool  of  phyfic  in  this 
“ kingdom.”  Thus  it  appears  that  matters  were 
again  in  train  for  promoting  the  interefls  of  the 
fchool  of  phyfic.  The  governors  of  Mercer’s 
hofpital  waved  their  objections  againfl  the  admif- 
fion  of  febrile  patients  into  the  houfe,  and  w ere 
perfectly  fatisfied  that  the  clinical  profeffor  of  the 
fchool  of  phyfic  and  his  pupils  fhould  have  free 
accefs.  What  now  remained  to  obltruCt  thofe  pro- 
vifions  “ which  would  tend  more  to  the  advance- 
“ ment  of  medical  fcience  and  the  eflablifhment 
“ of  a complete  fchool  of  phyfic  than  any  other 
“ inftitution  ?”  Again  the  public -fpirited,  remon- 
ftrant  interpofed,  and  again  marred  the  fuccefs  of 
the  fchool  of  phyfic.  Entrenching  himfelf  in  the 
wards  which  from  their  fpacioufnefs  were  belt 
fuited  to  febrile  patients,  and  venturing  to  confi- 
der  them  as  private  property,  he  refufed  to  con- 
cede them,  even  for  half  the  year,  to  promote  the 
advancement  of  the  fchool  of  phyfic  and  the  public 
good.  Thus  he  reduced  the  governors  to  the  ne- 
ceffity  of  allotting  for  clinical  leClures  merely  “ a 
cold  garret  not  fit  for  the  purpofe.” 


The 
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The  college  of  phyficians,  thus  foiled,  unfor- 
tunately had  recourfe  to  a feparate  eftablifhment 
for  clinical  lectures ; took  a houfe  in  Clarendon- 
lfreet ; and  fitted  it  up  as  a clinical  hofpital,  at 
an  original  expenfe  of  241I.  17s.  9^d.  In  this 
hofpital  feventeen  beds  were  maintained  during  fix 
months  in  the  year.  The  whole  expenfe  of  this 
efiablilhment,  the  firft  year,  (exclufive  of  the  out- 
fit) was  307I.  2s.  7d^-.  that  is  eighteen  pounds  a 
bed  for  the  half  year ! The  fecond  year  the  ex- 
penfe for  the  fame  number  of  patients  was  345k 
os.  io^d.  that  is  twenty  pounds  a bed  for  the  half 
year  ! This  extravagance  was  too  flagrant ; and  a 
committee  of  the  college  of  phyficians  having  been 
appointed  to  examine  the  accounts  of  this  hofpi- 
tal, reported,  Auguft  14,  1790,  “ That  the  ex- 
“ penfe  for  maintaining  therein  a certain  number 
cc  of  patients  for  a certain  time  confiderably  ex- 
e<  ceeds  the  expenfe  of  maintaining  a like  number 
“ for  the  fame  time  in  other  hofpitals.’* 

s 

A newpIanwasnowdevifed,and  publilhed  under 
the  fandlion  of  the  college  of  phyficians,  by  Dr.  Per- 
ceval-.; a plan  which  promifed  fuperior  advantages  of 
inflru&ion,  confiderable  retrenchment  of  expenfe, 
and  elpecially  a very  great  redu&ion  of  the  de- 
mands on  Sir  P.  Dun’s  funds.  This  plan  was  ac- 
ceded to  by  the  college  of  phyficians  in  the  belief 
of  affurances  repeatedly  advanced  with  the  utmoft 
confidence,  that  fubferiptions  to  a large  amount 
could  be  procured  for  the  permanent  fupport  of  an 
hofpital,  wherein  during  the  winter  halt  year  a 

certain 


[ 69  J 

i 1 • 

certain  number  of  the  patients  were  to  be  made 
the  fubjefts  of  clinical  lectures.  It  was  therefore 
propofed  that  one  thoufand  pounds  fhould  be  railed 
by  mortgage,  or  gradually  faved  out  of  the  furplus 
of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  funds,  and  applied  towards 
the  purchafe  of  fome  holpital  already  exifting,  or 
“ the  ereftion  of  a building  fo  conftructed  as  to 
“ make  part  of  an  hofpital  on  a more  extenfive 
<c  plan  for  the  reception  of  patients  afflicted  with 
“ all  kinds  of  difeale  which  are  the  objects  of  the 
“ phyfician’s  practice;” * and  until  this  could  be 
effected,  it  was  agreed  that  the  college  of  phyfici- 
ans  fhould  take  a houfe  in  fome  convenient  fkua- 
tion,  and  fit  it  up  as  an  hofpital  upon  a fimilar 
plan.  Next,  “ It  is  propofed  that  this  hofpital 
<c  fhall  be  fupported  partly  by  the  rents  of  Sir 
“ P.  Dun’s  eftates,  and  partly  by  public  fubfcrip- 
“ tion.  The  average  yearly  maintenance  of  a 
“ patient  on  an  allowance  the  moft  liberal  may 
“ be  eftimated  at  igl.  It  is  prefumed  that  fo 
<c  much  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  eftates  will  be  ap- 
“ plied  to  the  fupport  of  the  hofpital  as  will  en- 
“ able  it  to  maintain  a patient  during  a year  for 
" every  15I.  that  may  befubfcribed  annually  by  the 
“ public.  On  this  principle  it  is  propofed  that  fub- 
“ fcribers  who  fhall  contribute  15I.  annually,  or 
150I.  as  a life  fubfcription  to  the  fupport  of  the 
hofpital,  fhall  be  entitled  to  keep  abed  conftantly 
“ occupied  for  the  whole  year  ; and  that  thofe 

“ who 

* See  plan  prefixed  to  Dr.  Perceval’s  “ kfturea  iutrodoc- 
“ tary  to  a courfe  of  clinical  ledlures.” 
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cc  who  fubfcribe  two  guineas  or  more  annually, 
<c  or  twenty  guineas  or  more  rateabiy  as  a life 
“ fubfcription,  fhall  have  a right  of  recommend- 
« ing  a Tingle  patient  in  the  year  for  every  two 
“ guineas  that  they  fubfcribe,  or  in  proportion  to 
“ their  life  fubfcription.  By  this  means  the  funds 
“ of  the  hofpital  will  always,  be  adequate  to 
“ its  fupport,  provided  that  patients  recom- 
tc  mended  by  annual  fubTcribers  remain  in  the 
“ hofpital  no  longer  than  feven  weeks.” 

Upon  the  credit  of  the  reprefentations  con- 
tained in  thefe  propofals,  the  late  fecretary  of  flate 
was  induced  to  bring  a bill  into  parliament,  which 
paflfed  into  a law,  the  31ft  of  the  king,  authorizing 
the  college  of  phylicians  to  take  the  necelfary 
meafures  for  carrying  this  plan  into  eftedt. 

A houfe  was  accordingly  taken  in  Lower  Ex- 
change-llreet,  to  which  the  remains  of  the  peculated 
furniture  of  the  former  hofpital  were  removed, 
and  in  which  new  furniture  was  fupphed  and 
repairs  executed  at  an  additional  expenfe  of  250I. 
1 6s.  1 id.  Thirty-one  beds  for  patients  were  fitted 
up  in  this  hofpital,  the  utmoft  expenfe  of  maintaining 
which  during  the  whole  year  (according  to  Dr.  Per- 
ceval's fcheme  held  out  to  the  public)  was  tobe  5 89I. 
But  as  it  was  not  propofed  to  burden  Sir  Patrick 
Dun’s  funds  with  a greater  tax  than  4I.  for  every 
1 d fubfcribed  by  the  public,  it  was  prefumed 
that  46 5 1.  a year  would  be  fubfcribed  by  the  pub- 
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lie,  and  that  the  utmoft  annual  demand  upon  Sir 
Patrick  Dun’s  funds  for  the  fupport  of  this  hofpi- 
tal,  even  fuppoling  it  to  contain  thirty-one  beds 
filled  during  the  whole  year,  would  be  124I. 

To  this  plan  I had  only  obje&ed  the  improbabi- 
lity of  its  receiving  adequate  fupport  from  the  pub- 
lic.* Doctor  Perceval  however  was  confident  Gf 
obtaining  this  fupport,  and  his  affurances  induced 
me  to  accede  to  an  experiment  of  the  plan.  Ac- 
cordingly I permitted  him  to  mention  in  his  pub- 
lication on  this  fubjeft  the  following  note  : “ Such 
“ perfons  as  are  difpofed  to  countenance  the  ef- 
<c  tablifhment  propofed  in  this  plan,  by  becoming 
<c  fubferibers  thereto,  are  requeued  to  intimate 
“ their  intentions  to  Doctor  Dickfon,  22,  Tri- 
“ nity  college,  or  to  Doftor  Perceval,  22,  Suf- 
<£  folk-ftreet.”  § See  now  what  faith  has  been 
kept  with  the  public,  and  with  me. 

Firft 

* The  event  has  (hewn  how  well  founded  my  objection 
was.  From  the  opening  of  the  hofpital  to  the  prefent  time, 
the  whole  amount  of  the  public  fubferiptions  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  patients  has  been  96I.  10s.  cgd.  even  with  the 
aid  of  a fubfeription  of  twenty-eight  guineas  from  the  pri- 
vate funds  of  the  college  of  phyficians.  I do  not  include  the 
money  granted  out  of  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  funds,  nor  the  fees 
of  pupils. 

§ It  may  not  perhaps  be  amifs  to  obferve,  that  although  I was 
made  acquainted  with  the  particulars  of  the  plan  which  I have 
noticed  here,  yet  1 never  faw  this  work  of  Doftor  Perceval’s 
until  it  had  been  printed.  I was  not  prefent  in  the  college  of 
phyficians  on  tHe  12th  of  Oaober,  1790,  when  the  report  of 

the 
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Firft  with  the  public,  who  were  invited  to  fubfcribe 
to  the  hofpital  on  the  affurance  that  “ the  aveiage 
“ yearly  maintenance  of  a patient,  on  an  allowance 
“ the  moll  liberal  may  be  eftimated  at  nineteen 
“ pounds.”  The  current  expenfe  of  the  hofpital  for 
the  firft  year  commencing  November  i,  i792,(ex". 
clufive  of  the  outfit)  was  609I.  17s-  7^*  num* 
ber  of  patients  maintained  in  it  during  the  whole 
year  was,  on  an  average,  twenty  ; that  is  thirty 
during  the  winter  half  year,  and  ten  during  the 
fummer  half  year.J  Thus  it  appears  that  the  ave- 
rage yearly  maintenance  of  a patient  in  this  hof- 
pital, for  the  firft  year,  was  actually  above  thirty 
pounds!  The  current  expenfe  of  the  hofpital  for  the 
fecond  year  was  722 1.  os.4d.  1 he  number  of  pati- 
ents maintained  in  it  during  the  whole  year  was,  0.1 
an  average,  fixteen  ; that  is  twenty-two  during  the 

winter  half  year,  and  ten  during  the  fummer 

half 

the  committee  was  given  in,  and  if  I had  fcen,  before  their 
being  given  into  the  college,  or  before  their  publication,  fc- 
veral  expreffions  contained  in  that  report,  1 Ihould  have  ob- 
jefted  to  them  ; for  example,  the  following  indelicate  and 
groundlefs  infinuation  “ Baths  for  the.ufe  of  the  fick  ; 
“ with  other  provifions  for  cleaulinefs,  ventilation,  and  prcfer- 
“ vation  from  contagion  which  do  not  exill  in  any  hofpital 
“ now  eflabiifhed  in  Dublin  where  clinical  lefties  could  with 
<<  any  degree  of  convenience  be  given  !” 

-j-  See  minutes  of  the  board  of  governors  of  Sir  P.  Dun  s 
hofpital,  3d  May,  1793— 0f  thcfe  mInutc8  1 incidentallr 

obferve,  that  the  calculations  they  contain  appear  to  me,  in 
general,  very  fallacious.  The  errors,  however,  lean  all  to  one 
fide  ; it  may  therefore  be  relied  on  that  this  average  ot  the 
number  of  patients  is  not  under-rated. 
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half  year.  Thus  it  appears  that  the  average 
yearly  maintenance  of  a patient  in  this  hofpital, 
for  the  fecond  year,  was  a&ually  forty-five  pounds ! 

Now  fee  what  faith  has  been  kept  with  me,  as  a 
coadjutor  in  the  fcheme,  as  a truftee  of  Sir 
P.  Dun’s  funds,  and  as  a profeffor  zealous  for  the 
interefts  of  the  fchool  of  phyfic,  not  lefs  than  for 
my  own.  By  the  plan  to  which  I acceded  not  more 
than  four  pounds  a bed  W'as  required  out  of  Sir 
P.  Dun’s  funds,  in  aid  of  public  fubfcriptions,  to 
fupport  a patient  in  it  conftantly,  during  a year. 
Thofe  funds  therefore  Ihould  have  been  taxed  the 
firft  year  only  Sol.  and  the  fecond  year  only  64I. 
and  clinical  le&ures  ffiould  have  been  given  upon 
the  cafes  of  a certain  nuriiber  of  the  patients 
during  the  winter  feffions,  The  charge  a&ually 
made  upon  Sir  P.  Dun’s  funds  for  the  fupport  of 
clinical  le&ures  in  this  hofpital  the  firft  year, 
commencing  November  1,  1792,  was  as  fol- 
lows : 

Current  expenfes  of  the  winter 

half  year  — — * ■ 436  1 6§ 

Expenfe  of  fuch  winter  patients 
as  continued  in  the  hofpital  dur- 
ing the  fummer  months  50  o o 

Expenfe  of  officers,  fervants  and 

nurfes  during  the  fummer  48  17  1 1 

■ ..  1, 

Total  £.  534  19  55 


L 


Thus 
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Thus  thirty  patients  were  made  the  fubje&s  of 
clinical  leftures  the  firft  year  in  this  hofpital  at 
the  expenfe  of  17I.  10s.  a bed  for  the  half  year  ! 

,v'l  , 

The  charge  actually  made  upon  Sir  P.  Dun  s 
funds  for  the  fupport  of  clinical  leftures  in  this 
hofpital  the  fecond  year,  commencing  Novem- 
ber 1,  1793}  was  as  follows : 

Current  expenfes  of  the  winter 

half  year  — — 47°  3 1 

Additional  balance  fince  charged  2010  3 

Expenfe  of  fuch  winter  patients 
as  continued  in  the  hofpital 
during  the  fumfner  months  24  9 11 

Expenfe  of  officers,  fervants  and 

nurfes  during  the  fummer  58  4 85 


Total  573  7^2 


Thus  twenty-two  patients  were  maintained  as 
fubjefts  of  clinical  leftures  the  fecond  year  in  this 
hofpital,  at  the  expenfe  of  more  than  26b  a bed 
for  the  half  year ! 

Does  it  feem  poffible  that  any  aggravation  of 
thefe  abufes  can  remain  to  be  told  ? yet  the  fact  is, 
that  although  thefe  twenty-two  patients  were  thus 

fumptuoufly  (as  one  would  imagine*)  entertained 

by 

* Some  of  them  were  really  fi>.  For  example,  Dr.  Cleghorn 
Heated  one  female  to  upwards  of  fix  dozen  oj  Port  wine  m t ie 
cuiirle  of  his  quarter’*  attendance. 
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by  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s  funds  profeffedly  for  the 
fupport  of  clinical  lectures,  no  clinical  lectures 
zuere  given!  It  feems  that  Doftor  Cleghorn  was 
to  have  commenced  the  courfe  ; but  at  the  ufual 
time,  only  one  pupil,  he  alleges,  applied  to  him 
for  clinical  lectures,  in  addition  to  one  who  actu- 
ally attended  the  hofpital.  Thefe  applications, 
however,  the  profelfor  thought  proper,  of  his 
own  authority,  without  confuting  the  college,^  or 
even  his  colleague  in  office,  to  rejeCt  ; and  clini- 
cal lectures  were  not  given,  4uring  that  winter, 
though  Sir  P.  Duns  funds  were  taxed  57 31*  for 
their  fupport ! 

The  laft  charge  adually  made  upon  Sir  Patrick 
Dun’s  funds  for  the  fupport  of  clinical  leCtures 
in  this  hofpital,  the  third  year  commencing  No- 
vember i,  i794j  ^ as  f°ii°ws  • 

Current  expenfes  of  the  winter 

half  year  — — 341  *9  3 

Taxes,  not  included,  about  15  o o 

Expenfe  of  winter  patients  conti- 
nued in  the  hofpital  during  the 
fummer,  and  of  a fupernume- 
rary  nurfe,  about  — 700 

Expenfe  of  officers,  fervants  and 

nurfes  during  the  fummer  48  17  11 


Total  £■  412  17  2 


The 
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The  average  number  of  patients  who  were  made 
the  fubjedts  of  clinical  ledtures  during  lad  win- 
ter was  only  fourteen;  thefe  therefore  were  main- 
tained at  the  expenfe  of  more  than  twenty-nine 
pounds  a bed  for  the  half  year  ! 

It  is  not  to  be  objedled  to  thefe  calculations 
that  extern  patients  have  been  preferibed  for, 
during  part  of  the  time,  and  the  expenfe  of  their 
drugs  not  feparately  confidered.  In  the  hofpital 
to  which  I have  already  alluded,  a confiderable 
number  of  externs  receive  medicines  ; yet  the 
whole  expenfe  of  the  hofpital,  including  the  drugs 
difpenfed  to  externs,  as  well  as  the  falaries  and 
maintenance  of  officers,  nurfes  and  fervants,  and 
the  repairs  of  the  building,  does  not  exceed  the 
rate  of  fixteen  pounds  a year  for  each  bed  in  the 
hofpital.  During  the  lad  winter  medicines  were 
not  difpenfed  to  externs  at  Sir  P.  Dun’s  hofpital, 
yet  each  patient  in  the  houfe  cod  Sir  P.  Dun’s 
funds  upwards  of  three  and  a half  times  the  fum 
for  which  a patient  has  been  maintained  during 
the  fame  time  in  a well-regulated  hofpital,  where 
medicines  have  been  afforded  to  externs. 

i 

Extravagant  and  perverted  as  this  dilpenditure 
of  the  funds  bequeathed  “ for  the  maintenance 
of  profeffors”  has  been,  abufes  yet  more  grofs 
in  purfuance  of  the  fame  plan  were  meditated. 
Although  the  aft  of  the  3 id  of  the  king  exprefsly 
limited  to  one  thoufand pounds  the  whole  of  what 
ffiouldbe  applied  out  of  Sir  P.  Dun’s  funds  “ in 

“nr 
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« or  towards  the  purchafe  of  an  hofpital or, 

«<  towards  erecting  an  hofpital  in  fome  convenient 
« place  in  the  city  of  Dublin  for  the  purpofe  of 
ec  giving  clinical  ledures  therein,  and  for  pro- 
viding a piece  of  ground  for  ereCting  the  faid 
« hofpital  upon,”  it  was  neverthelefs  projected 
that  a lot  of  ground  fhould  be  taken  at  the  rere  of 
Townfend-ftreet,  200  feet  in  front,  at  the  annual 
rent  of  one  pound  fterling  a foot,  to  be  paid  out 
of  Sir  P.  Dun’s  funds,  for  the  purpofe  of  erect- 
ing thereon  an  hofpital.  * Thus  in  the  firft  place 
it  was  projected  to  expend  two  thoufand  pounds 
(two  hundred  pounds  a year  at  twenty  years  pur- 
chafe) in  providing  ground  alone,  although  the  aCt 
allows  only  one  thoufand  pounds  for  that  purpofe 
and  for  contributing  to  the  ereftion  of  an  hofpi- 
tal : And  in  the  next  place  it  was  projected  to  fix 
the  fite  of  this  hofpital  (avowedly  intended  to  be 
a receptacle  for  perfons  ill  of  contagious  dif- 
eafes)  in  the  moft  unfit  fpot  for  fuch  a ftruCture 
in  the  whole  city  ; a place  where  marfh  and  ani- 
mal miafinata  of  every  fpecies  of  malignity  muft 
be  concentered,  by  a fvvamp  on  one  fide,  the  re- 
liques  of  every  tide  on  the  other,  the  offals  of  an 
adjoining  market,  the  effluvia  of  three  hundred  pati- 
ents in  an  oppofite  infirmary,  and  the  filth  and  con- 
tamination of  numberlefs  inhabitants  of  the  moft 
licentious  habits  in  furrounding  clofe  and  dirty 

lanes, 

* Proceedings  of  a committee  entered  in  Sir  Patrick  Dun’s 

O 

hofpital  minute-book,  June  1 1,  and  Oct.  8,  i 7 9+* 
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lanes,  where,  as  Do&or  Perceval  himfelf  has  tefli- 
fied,*  44  an  infectious  fever,  perpetuated  by  un- 
« wholefome  regimen  and  want  of  cleanlinefs, 
“ prevails  continually,  fo  that  he  has  known  fix- 
44  teen  perfons  in  the  fpace  of  a few  rponths  in- 
44  fected  with  this  difeafe  in  one  houfe,  on  La- 
44  zor’s-hill,”  the  widelt  llreet  in  that  diftrict.  I 
aver  that  an  hofpital  for  the  reception  of  perfons 
ill  of  contagious  difeafes  eftablilhed  in  fuch  a 
place  would  be  a nurfery  of  peltilence,  a nui- 
fanceof  fuch  magnitude  as  to  threaten  this  city 
with  the  direft  of  misfortunes.  § 


But  enough  of  the  detail  of  thefe  executed  and 
projeded  fchemes  of  which  the  folly  is  even  their 
lead  reprehenfible  charaderiftic.  I fhould  be 
forry,  indeed,  to  confider  them  as  part  of  a fyf- 
tem  of  jealous  individual  policy , that  aimed  at  drip- 
ping profeflional  rivals  of  part  of  their  means  of 
competition,  and  converting  the  produce  into  ex- 
pedients for  eftablifhing  private  patronage,  and 
vaunting  public  fpirit.J 

But 

* Le&ure,  p.  1 1 . 

§ A phlegmatic  phyfician,  with  an  eye  to  bufinefs  in  Tri- 
nity college,  might  amufe  himfelf  by  calculating  the  probable 
effefis  of  a brifk  North-eaft  wind  blowing  over  fuch  a mafs  of 
lnfe&ion,  and  fweeping  through  the  adjacent  courts  filled  with 
a thoufand  youths,  the  flower  of  the  nation  ; at  the  fame 
time  deducing  confolation  for  the  general  calamity  from  the 
old  adage,  “ ’tis  an  ill  wind  that  blows  nobody  good.’' 

t It  was  evidently  pure  public  [pint  unconnected  with  any 

privete  concern,  which  induced  the  framer  of  thofe  highly 
r ' wrought-up 


I 
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But  there  is  one  point  of  view  in  which  I muft 
confider,  and  reprehend  them  ; I mean  as  they 
belong  to  the  unwife  and  illiberal  corporation  policy 
of  drawing  lines  of  circumvallation  around  the 
medical  department,  for  the  purpofe  of  cutting  off 
all  communication  upon  the  footing  of  reciprocity 
with  the  furgical  department;  and  in  purfuance 
of  that  fpirit  fecluding  phyficians  from  the  know- 
ledge of  furgery,  and  depriving  furgeons,  as  much 
as  poffible,  of  the  opportunity  of  being  witneffes  to 
the  practice  of  phyfic.  An  hofpital  is  projefted 
to  be  eftablifhed,  not  upon  the  plan  of  that  cele- 
brated one  of  Edinburgh,  which  receives  indif- 
criminately  patients  who  are  objeas  of  medical 
and  of  chirurgical  treatment  ; but  exclufively 
««  for  the  reception  of  patients  affliaed  with  all 
« kinds  of  difeafe  which  are  the  objeas  of  the 
« phyfician’s  pra&ice.”  In  my  opinion  the  pro- 
feflions  of  phyfic  and  furgery  may  be  confidered 

as 

wrought-up  plans  by  which  Sir  P.  Dun’s  hofpital  has  been  re- 
gulated, (how  confiftently  with  individual  and  corporate  obli- 
gation, let  the  reader  judge?)  privately  to  folicit,  with  bis  o<wn 
hand  to  endite,  and  perfonally  to  become  accountable  for  the 
fees  of  a private  afi  of  parliament,  purporting  to  be  explana- 
tory of  the  public  afl  of  the  25th  of  the  king  for  eftablifiung  a 
complete  fchool  of  phyfic  in  this  kingdom.  Attempts  in- 
deed have  been  already  made  in  the  college  of  phyficians,  to 
exonerate  this  public-fpirited  gentleman  from  the  weight  of 
thofe  fees  which  amount  to  141!  10s.  qd.  ; but  in  vain.  The  $1 
fenfe  of  the  college  has  uniformly  oppofed  in  all  its  ftages  this 
flep,  conditioned  againft.  on  the  xoth  of  January  laft,  and  rew^,^  j ^ 
probated  on  the  1 6th  of  February,  almoft  as  foon  as  pcrpc-j_ 
trated. 
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as  diftinft  parts  indeed  of  one  great  medical  fyf- 
tem,  which  however  mutually  inofculate  in  vari- 
ous ramifications  of  praftice,  and  are  vivified  by 
one  vital  ftream  of  knowledge  that  muff  circulate 
alike  through  all  their  branches.  This  compre- 
henfive  knowledge  is  not  only  neceffary  in  thofe 
-mixed  or  complicated  cafes  where  the  combined 
aid  of  the  phyfician  and  furgeon  are  required) 
(as  in  hydropic  fwellings,  conflitutional  ulcers* 
acute  difeafes  terminating  by  critical  abfcefs,  or 
aggravated  by  fupervening  mortification ;)  it  is 
often  more  important  where  the  phyfician  or  fur- 
geon is  called  on  feparately  to  aft.  From  the 
phyfician’s  ignorance,  or  want  of  confideration 
of  the  difeafes  which  are  the  objefts  of  the  fur- 
geon’s  praftice,  the  mofl  fatal,  aud  fometimes 
too  the  mod  difgraceful  confequences  have  enfued. 
Strangulated  hernia  has  been  miftaften  for  colic, 
pfoas  abfcefs  for  rheumatifm,  necrofis  of  the 
tibia  for  confirmed  lues,  and  lues  itfelf  in  va- 
rious forms  for  different  diforders  curable  with- 
out the  aid  ofl^^/On  the  other  hand  a 
knowledge  of  the  praftice  of  phyfic  is  no  left 
neceffary  for  the  accomplifhed  furgeon.  I omit 
to  mention  thofe  {lighter  medical  complaints 
which  the  domeftic  furgeon  is  conflantly  called  upon 
to  treat  in  private  families.  Look  to  our  fleets 
and  armies,  which  are  committed  almofl  exclu- 
fively  to  the  care  of  furgeons,  and  fee  how  much 
greater  occafion  there  is  for  their  medical,  than 
for  their  chirurgical  fkill  in  the  management  of 
thofe  important  trufls.  Permit  me  to  mention  a 
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fact  or  two,  in  order  to  put  this  matter  in  a 
Wronger  light. — In  the  years  1740  and  1741  Ad- 
miral Vernon’s  fquadron  in  the  Weft  Indies  con- 
tained 15,000  feamen  and  marines:*  of  this 
number  11,000  were  fent  to  the  hofpital,  befide 
the  number  which  died  on  board  their  own  Ihips, 
and  two  hofpital  Ihips.  § — In  November,  1779, 
when  o'ur  grand  channel  fleet  arrived  at  Portf- 
mouth,  a tenth  part  of  all  the  men  were  fent  to 
the  hofpital.  | — In  June  1780  at  St.  Lucia  there 
died  from  50  to  55  men,  every  week,  in  an  army 
of  not  quite  2000  men.  J During  three  years 
and  three  months  from  the  beginning  of  1780,  in 
the  fleets  and  hofpitals  w-ith  which  Dr.  Blane  was 
conne&ed  under  Lord  Rodney  there  died  4348 
men ; viz.  of  wounds  500,  killed  in  battle  648, 
of  difeafe  3200. || — Who  that  confiders  thefe  cir- 
cumftances  can  fail  to  be  ftruck  with  the  intimacy 
of  the  connexion  which  muft  fubfift  between  the 
profeftions  of  phyfic  and  furgery,  and  with  the 
propriety  of  combining  as  clofeiy  as  poflible  the 
different  eftablilhments  provided  for  the  inftruc- 
tion  of  ftudents  in  the  principal  objecls  of  each  ? 

I Ihall  clofe  the  difcuflion  of  this  fubjefl  by 
hinting  at  an  object  which  I confider  as  of  very 
great  importance,  and  which  I have  reafon  to 

M think, 

* Campbell’s  Lives  of  the  Admirals. 

$ Hume  on  the  Yellow  Fever, 
t Lind’s  Relation  to  Blanc, 
t Blane  on  the  Difeafes  of  Seamen. 

||  Ditto. 


L a*  1 

think,  (from  my  knowledge  of  the  particular  opi- 
nions of  fome  gentlemen,  and  of  the  general  libe- 
rality of  others,)  might  without  much  difficulty  be 
attained.  I mean  the  approbation  of  the  governors 
and  prefent  profeffional  attendants  of  Mercer’s 
hofpital  to  its  being  rendered  the  great  theatre 
of  inftru&ion  in  the  practice  of  phyfic  and  fur- 
gery  in  this  city.  If  the  fchools  of  phyfic  and  of 
furgery  were  made  in  fome  meafure  to  coalefce  by 
medical  and  furgical  clinical  leftures  being  given 
in  the  fame  hofpital,  under  the  direction  of  the 
refpeftive  colleges  whofe  province  it  may  be  to 
fuperintend  them,  I am  perfuaded  that  the  fphere 
of  benevolence  of  the  hofpital  would  be  enlarged, 
the  reputation  of  the  fchools  of  phyfic  and  fur- 
gery enhanced,  and  the  public  good  materially 
promoted. 


OF  THE  SALARIES  OF  PROFESSORS  ON  THE 
FOUNDATION  OF  SIR  PATRICK  DUN. 

A wealthy  man  fuffering  the  tortures  of  the 
gout,  and  pining  in  the  gloom  of  blindnefs,  felt 
his  fympathy  for  the  gouty  and  the  blind  fo 
ilrongly  aroufed,  that  he  bequeathed  almoft  the 
whole  of  a confiderable  fortune, to  be  expended 
in  providing  a comfortable  retreat  for  a certain 
number  of  this  defcription  of  his  fellow-crea- 
tures. It  was  not  that  he  expetted  by  this  eftab- 
liffiinent  to  deduct  two  from  the  catalogue  of  dif- 
orders  which  afilid  the  human  race.  He  felt  and 

provided 
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provided  for  men  of  whofe  misfortunes  his  own 
taught  him  adequately  to  contemplate  the  mea- 
fure.  The  bequeft  was  fingular  ; but  the  teftator 
was  not  mad;  nor  has  the  law  invalidated  his 
will ; nor  parliament  prefumed  to  infringe  upon  his 
intentions,  or  to  alter  in  the  flighted  degree  his 
difpofition  of  his  edate. 

A fympathy  for  perfons  of  whom  we  have  no 
knowledge,  perfons  not  even  yet  in  exidence, 
but  whom  fancy  pourtrays  in  our  own  fituation, 
encountering  the  fame  troubles  ourfelves  have 
done,  is  no  uncommon  feeling  in  the  human 
bread.  I mull  turn  your  attention  to  another 
remarkable  illudration  of  this  fentiment. 

Above  a century  ago  a Scotch  phyfician,  of  the 
name  of  Patrick  Dun,  came  over  to  this  country 
in  quell:  of  that  competence  which  his  own  denied 
him.  He  was  an  upright  and  a learned  man,  and 
by  patient  perfeverance  and  fuperior  (kill  at  length 
acquired  confiderable  eminence  and  wealth.  He 
received  the  honour  (as  it  was  then  held)  of 
knighthood,  was  appointed  date  phyfician,  and 
was  the  firfh  prefident  of  our  college  of  phyficians. 
In  the  evening  of  a well-fpent  life  he  turned  his 
thoughts  to- the  pecuniary  embarraflments  which 
had  entangled  the  outfet  of  his  career,  and  had 
well  nigh  frudrated  the  laudable  hopes  he  after- 
wards fo  fucce]|»ely  realized.  His  imagination 
reprefented  to ' him  a phyfician,  fuch  as  he  had 
been,  formed  by  nature  and  by  dudy  to  deferve 

well 
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well  of  mankind,  and  he  refolved  to  be  the  pa- 
tron of  fuch  a man,  even  when  he  fhould  be  in- 
capable of  receiving  the  ackpowledgments  of  his 
gratitude.  Accordingly  he  bequeathed  a real 
ellate  of  rifing  value,  together  with  his  houfe  and 
library,  “ to  make  provifions  for  one  or  two 
“ profelfors  of  phyfic,  who  fhould  read  public 
“ le&ures”  on  different  branches  of  medicine  : 
thus  benevolently  combining  provifions  for  the 
extenfion  of  medical  fcience  and  the  promotion 
of  public  good,  with  thofe  by  which  he  purpofed 
liberally  to  affifl  afpiring  merit.  Not  unmindful 
of  the  ties  of  confanguinity,  he  dire&ed  that  any 
perfons  lineally  defcended  from  certain  of  his  re- 
latives fhould,  if  qualified,  have  a preference  in 
the  participation  of  his  bounty.  And  anxious 
left  this  bounty  fhould  be  inefficacious  by  being 
piconfiderable,  he  fuggefted  to  the  guardians  of 
I'hij^  will  his  doubts  if  this  rifing  eftate,  then  efti- 
ipated  at  200I.  per  annum  clear  profit, — “ if  this 
“ pay  be  a competent  maintenance  for  two  pro- 
.‘fVfeflfors,  or  only  for  one?”  The  bequeft  was 
lingular,  but  the  teftator  was  not  mad  ; nor  has 
rthe  law  invalidated,  but,  on  the  contrary,  con- 
firmed his  will. 

“-•V. 

If  we  could  fuppofe  thofe  tranfa&ions  to  have 
taken  place  in  a.  country  governed  by  a parlia- 
ment of  Huns  or  Vandals,  we  might  conjecture 
that  the  ordinary  reverence  paid  to  the  teftaments 
of  perfons  of  found  mind  and  memory  might  be 
infufficient  to  protect  a fund  deftined  for  the 

fupport 
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fupport  of  literary  men  from  alienation,  and 
even  legal  plunder.  But  in  Ireland,  governed 
by  a parliament  of  virtuous  and  enlightened  le- 
gillators,  at  the  clofe  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
it  f t tms  Ji  range  that  phyficians  elected  by  compe- 
tent  judges  on  their  oath,  as  the  bell  qualified 
candidates,  to  profefforfhips  on  the  foundation  of 
Sir  Patrick  Dun,  fhould  not  only  be  denied  a 
partition  of  the  annual  income  of  his  whole  efiate, 
but  even  of  two-thirds,  which  they  claim  as  the 
relique  of  Iegiflative  interference  ; nay  fhould  be 
limited  by  an  aft  of  parliament  paffed  in  the  35th 
year  of  his  prefent  moft  gracious  majefly  to  a 
thirteenth  part  each  of  that  annual  income  which 
Sir  Patrick  Dun  bequeathed  to  one  or  two  pro- 
feffors ; fliould  be  limited  to  iool.  a year  at  the 
end  of  that  century  at  the  beginning  of  which 
the  teftator  doubted  whether  lefs  than  2ool  a 
year  ought  to  be  confidered  as  a competent  main- 
tenance for  a profeffor  on  his  foundation  ' This  I 
fay  feems  Jirange  ! But  I beg  pardon  : I acknow- 
e ge  that  I am  no  politician.  I am  a plain  man, 
accuftomed  to  look  for  right  and  equity  in  law 
and  in  politics,  as  I look  for  fidelity  in  public 
trult,  and  honour  in  private  condud. 

,J.T  ind!"ed  t0  think  !t  may  admit  of  proof 

that  the  pro*, n°n  °f  « a competent  maintenance” 

fot  Sir  Patrick  Dun's  profeffors  would  be  not 

ofT  VU,\bUI  eXpedient’  The  eftabli(hment 

to  be  t r Ph5"  r in  tMs  ki,,Sdom  is  allowed 

meafure  of  public  utility.  The  public 

then 
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then  is  interefted  in  procuring  learned  and  expe- 
rienced men  to  fill  the  feveral  profefforial  chairs. 

Of  fuch  men,  however,  the  fervice  cannot  be  ex- 
pected unlefs  it  be  compenfated.  The  liberal  pro- 
feffions  fhould  be  liberally  fupported  ; becaufe 
the  labour  expended  on  each  particular  exertion 
of  profeffional  {kill  may  be  confidered  as  being 
compofed  of  the  labours  of  preceding  years  ex- 
pended in  acquiring  qualifications  for  that  exer- 
tion. It  is  on  this  account  that  the  heads  of  the 
lecral  and  clerical  profeffions  have  been  always  fo 
abundantly  rewarded.  In  like  manner  a phyfi- 
cian  prefcribing  for  his  patient,  and  ftill  more  a 
profeffor  teaching  others  to  prefcribe,  ought  to 
receive  a very  different  compenfation  for  his  fer- 
vice from  that  by  which  you  purchafe  the  labour 
of  a coal-heaver.  Mark  now  the  aftual  differ- 
ence. This  illiterate,  inartificial  labourer  earns 
in  London  ten  {hillings  a day  : And  half  that  fum 
("which  makes  about  tool,  a year)  is  allotted  as  a 
recompenfe  for  the  {kill  and  labour  of  a profeffor 
of  phyfic  in  Dublin.  How  then  . Is  the  phdofo-. 
pher  left  refpefted  in  Ireland,  than  the  heaver  of 
coals  in  England  ? Or  does  it  form  a part  of  Infh 
policy  to  permit  the  lamp  of  fcience  while  it  dn- 
fufes  illumination  through  the  kingdom,  to  be  it- 
felf  exhaufted  ? 

But  I have  heard  it  urged  by  political  arguers, 
fnren  who  elUmate  genius  and  learning,  as  they 
do  their  ellates,  by  the  iffues  and  profits  they  may 
be  tortured  to  produce,)  I have  heard  it  urged 
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lay,  that  the  profelforfhips  in  Edinburgh,  where 
a fchool  of  phyfic  has  been  fuccefsfully  eflablifhed, 
are  not  endowed  by  greater  falaries  than  thofe 
lixed  on  for  ours ; and  that  we  can  only  expedt 
to  rival  that  celebrated  feminary  by  regulating  the 
practice  in  ours  with  reference  to  theirs.*  Thefe 
men  talk  of  a fchool  of  phyfic  as  of  a great  fac- 
tory for  the  making  of  doctors,  and  efiimate  the 
value  of  fuch  an  infiitution  by  the  quantity  of  the 
raw  material  it  contains,  and  the  amount  of  the 
exportable  commodity  annually  wrought  up  in  it. 
Ihey  calculate  the  encreafe  of  national  wealth 
which  would  accrue  from  money  expended  here 
by  foreign  ftudents  of  phyfic ; and,  attributing  the 
fuccefs  of  medical  education  in  Edinburgh  to  the 
fmallneis  of  her  profeiTors*  falaries,  they  exped 
that  Dublin  may  be  brought  to  rival  her  in  fame 
by  imitating  her  in  parfimony. 


Without  entering  into  any  controverfy  con- 
cerning the  comparative  value  of  the  trade,  and 
of  the  philofophy  of  medicine,  I could  tell  thefe 
ceconomift  politicians  the  real  caufe  of  the  cele- 
brity of  Edinburgh,  and  difclofe  a fecret  by  which 

.In*  miSht  be  put  in  competition  with  that  city 
in  medical  repute.  1 

Edinburgh 


“ Iff  1Frd  T rh  reference  to  tllc  Praftke  in  the  univerfity 

« eRablifhcd  - * ^Ci  e " fCl'°01  °f  phyflC  had  been  h'occfsfully 

•he  comparative  £ Mb' "f  • ^ ^ 

Dublin  in  ,79J  , 0 • 10  EdmbnrSh  ■»  *74°.  and  in 
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Edinburgh  owes  her  celebrity  to  the  unremit- 
ting exertions  of  her  learned  and  wealthy  pro- 
fefTors,  the  rewards  of  whofe  profefforial  labours 
enable  them  to  devote  the  chief  part  of  their  time 
and  thoughts  to  their  profefforial  duties ; and  to 
the  valuable  aids  of  infiruftion  which  they  poffefs 
in  philofophical  apparatus,  cabinets  of  anatomy, 
and  natural  hiflory,  a botanical  garden,  a medical 
library,  and  an  infirmary  which  contains  all  the 
indigent  objefts  of  medical  and  chirurgical  practice 

in  the  city. 


Now  hear  the  fecret  whereby  Dublin  may  be 
made  to  vie  with  Edinburgh  as  a fchool  of  phvfic. 
In  the  fir  It  place  enable  all  the  Dublin  profeflors 
to  dedicate  the  chief  part  of  their  time  and 
thoughts  to  their  profefforial  duties  by  compe- 
tently rewarding  their  profefforial  exertions.  The 
quantity  of  labour  of  a lefturer  in  one  country 
who  addreffes  five  hundred  pupils,  and  that  of  a 
fimilar  one  in  another  country  who  addreffes  only 
five,  may  be  precifely  the  fame.  Now  if  every 
pupil  of  each  pav  a certain  fee  or  honorary  toward 
the  remuneration  of  his  ledturer,  it  muff  be  ob- 
vious that  while  the  induftry  of  the  former  re- 
quires no  further  encouragement,  that  of  the  al- 
ter {lands  in  need  of  additional  fupport  to  enable 
him  to  cope  with  Ins  well-paid  rival.  Ihe  former 
may  be  confidered  in  the  light  oi  an  eftabhlhe 
trader  who  finds  a ready  market  at  his  door  to  the 
full  extent  of  his  commodity  ; the  latter  as  an  r - 
fituatcd  competitor  whofe  goods,  though  of  equal 
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purity,  lie  upon  hands  for  want  of  purchafers.  This 
competitor,  it  is  evident,  muft  either  break,  or 
give  up  his  trade,  unlefs  the  public  alfilt  him  by 
an  adequate  bounty. 

I fhall  mention  a cafe  dire£Uy  in  point,  to  il- 
luftrate  the  neceffity  of  endowing  a profelforlhip 
liberally  in  order  to  eftablilh  a rival  fchool  of  phy- 
fic.  Towards  the  decline  of  life  of  Dr.  Grattan, 
who  was  then  foie  profelfor  on  the  foundation  of 
Sir  P.  Dun,  and  enjoyed  the  whole  income  of  his 
eftate,  three  foreigners  determined  to  come  over 
to  Ireland,  on  the  event  of  the  expe&ed  vacancy, 
for  the  purpofe  of  fubmitting  themfelves  to  a pub- 
lic examination  as  candidates  for  this  profelforlhip. 
Thefe  were  no  common  adventurers.  Van  Swieten , 
Albinus , and  Haller : men  of  whom  any  one  would 
in  all  probability  have  eltablilhed  here,  as  he  did 
elfewhere,  a feminary  of  renown,  and  anticipated 
by  half  a century  the  illumination  of  our  philofo- 
phical  horizon.  The  wifdom  of  parliament,  how- 
ever, interpofed,  divided  the  profelforlhip  and  its 
falary  into  three  parts,  and  thus  frittered  away  the 
temptation  which  would  other  wife  have  fixed  one  of 
the  moll  illultrious  ornaments  of  medical  fcience  in 
our  country.  What  was  the  confequence  ? Vienna 
polfelfed  Van  Swieten  ; Leyden,  Albinus ; Got- 
tingen, Haller;  and  Dublin — three profelfors  who 
were  certainly  very  able  men,  but  who  were  ut- 
terly devoid  of  zeal  for  the  fupport  of  a fchool 
of  phyfic,  and  who  were  at  firft  necelfitated  to 

N feek 
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feck  competence,  and  afterwards  habituated  to 
acquire  wealth,  in  the  ordinary  toils  of  profefli- 
ofial  occupation. 

y 

I proceed  to  difclofe  the  other  expedient  for  en- 
abling Dublin  to  contend  with  Edinburgh  in  cele- 
brity of  medical  inflruction.  It  confifts  in  pro- 
viding, without  further  jobs  or  delays,  thofe  fub- 
fidiary  eftablifhments  which  are  neceffary  appur- 
tenances of  a fchool  of  phyfic.  Let  clinical  lec- 
tures be  given  in  fome  hofpital  already  eftablithed, 
where  ftudents  may  have  an  opportunity  of  be- 
ing inftruCted  not  only  in  medical  but  in  furgical 
practice.  Let  a botanical  garden  be  provided. 
Let  cabinets  of  zoology  and  mineralogy  be  form- 
ed. Let  the  medical  library  be  enlarged.  And 
let  the  profeflbrs  be  fupplied  with  whatever  philo- 
fo  phi  cal  apparatus  they  may  require  for  exploring 
the  difcoveries  to  which  their  inveftigations  may 
lead,  and  illuftrating  the  phenomena  which  it  is 
their  province  to  untold. 

It  is  time  to  draw  to  a conclufion.  I have  en- 
deavoured to  engage  your  attention,  gentlemen, 
with  a view  of  fubmitting  to  your  judgment,  and 
connecting  with  your  feelings  a fubject  which 
conceive  to  be  in  fome  meafure  of  general  mo- 
ment, but  which  certainly  is  of  peculiar  impor- 
tance to  our  profeflion.  You  are  now  called 
upon  to  lend  your  aid  in  eftablithing  adequate 
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provifions  for  the  cultivation  of  medical  fcience, 
and  in  difcountenancing  the  oppreffion  of  the.  e 
who  are  the  chief  labourers  in  the  field,  and  who 
have  already  borne  the  heat  and  burden  of  the 
day.  Compare  the  advantages  and  emoluments  o 
the  profeffion  of  phyfic,  with  thofe  of  her  ecc.e- 
fiaftical,  and  legal  fillers.  Say,  is  our  profeffion 
lefs  liberal,  lefs  ufeful  to  the  community  ? Then 
tell  me,  ffiould  we  allow  her  little  revenues  to  be 
alienated  without  a murmur,  her  diminutive  pro- 
perty to  crumble  into  dilapidation  without  an  ef- 
fort to  preferve  it  ? Was  there  ever  an  attack  made 
on  any  part  of  the  poffeffions  of  the  clergy,  with- 
out exciting  a general  clamour  of  the  whole 
body  ? Has  the  income  of  any  of  the  places  filled 
by  the  heads  of  the  law  ever  been  fuffered  to  be 
diminiffied  ? What  then  ! Is  phyfic  alone,  becaufe 
unconnected  with  politics,  and  therefoie  intrinfi- 
cally  the  moll  independent  and  dignified  of  the 
liberal  profeffions,  to  be  plundered  of  hei  lucra- 
tive places,  and  artificially  degraded  in  fociety, 
without  even  a remonftrance  againft  that  policy 
which  aims  at  detaching  her  from  the  embrace  of 
philofophers  and  gentlemen,  and  configning  her 
once  more  to  the  management  of  empirics  and 
ilaves  ? 

A venerable  phyfician  bequeathed  his  eflate  to 
one  or  two  profeffors  of  phyfic.  But  a falary  of 
five  or  fix  hundred  pounds  a year,  annexed  to 

places 
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places  in  the  profeflion  of  phyfic,  was  looked  on  as 
3.  phenomenon,  as  fuch  a temptation  to  learning 
and  good-breeding  to  augment  their  acquifitions 
as  might  perhaps  give  our  profeflion  too  much 
eclat.  The  value  of  the  profeflors’  places  was 
then  reduced  to  300I.  a year.  Experience,  how- 
ever, proved  that  this  reduction  was  infufficient 
to  exclude  literary  and  honourable  qualities, 
though  it  was  effectual  in  excluding  profeflorial 
zeal,  and  collegial  celebrity.  The  value  of  the 
places  was  next  reduced  to  about  200I.  cr  as 
fome  pronounce,  and  as  the  lafl  a£t  would  have 
it,  to  tool,  a year.  Now  let  me  alk — Do  you 
believe  that  any  of  thofe  men  who  have  been 
fo  active  in  procuring  this  reduction,  ferioufly  ex- 
peft  that  a phyfician,  qualified  for  the  ftation  of 
king’s  profeflor,  can  be  found  to  devote  the  chief 
part  of  his  time  and  talents  to  the  duties  of  that 
ftation  for  a falary  of  100I.  a year,  with  the  fees 
of  pupils,  which  have  never  amounted,  in  any 
year,  to  any  profeflor,  to  50I.  and  fometitnes  have 
been  nothing,  or  next  to  nothing?  If  there  really 
be  a man  who  has  fucli  expectations,  he  mud: 
form  very  different  conceptions  of  the  duties  of  a 
profeflor,  or  of  the  value  of  an  hundred  pounds 
from  thofe  which  I entertain.  For  my  part  I have 
no  hefitation  in  declaring,  that,  with  zeal  which 
yields  to  none  for  the  fuccefs  of  a fchool  of  phy- 
fic in  this  kingdom,  I cannot  afford  to  devote  the 
chief  part  of  my  time  and  talents,  fuch  as  they 
are,  for  fuch  a requital.  The  honour  of  my  fta- 

tion 
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tion  will  not  contribute  to  the  fupport  of  my  per- 
fonal  rank,  nor  to  the  maintenance  and  education 
of  my  family ; and  ardently  as  I afpire  to  literary 
and  profeffional  fame,  I cannot  but  feel  the  full 
force  of  Plutarch’s  obfervation,  that  “ honours 
“ fhould  be  conferred,  not  as  the  recompenfe, 
“ but  as  the  diftindion  of  meritorious  exertion 
Ou  fxiaQoi/  T7]<r  7rpa^eQCTj  aAAa  cryptCoAcy  rry 
rijjLYiv  eivoui. 

I have  now,  gentlemen,  pointed  out  (and  happy 
fliall  I be  if  I have  done  fo  to  your  fatisfadion  !) 
the  means  whereby,  in  my  opinion,  the  interefl 
and  reputation  of  our  profeffion  may  be  enhanced, 
the  progrefs  of  philofophy  in  this  country  accele- 
rated, and  the  good  of  mankind  in  general  pro- 
moted. The  attainment  of  thefe  objeds  cannot 
but  be  dear  to  men  of  cultivated  and  liberal 
minds.  To  lend  your  aid  in  attaining  them  I 
now  call  upon  you,  earneftly  call  upon  you  as  the 
friends  of  practical  fcience,  and  the  votaries  of 
adive  benevolence.  There  can  be  no  doubt  but 
the  great  councils  of  the  nation  will  hearken  and 
accede  to  your  general  voice,  if  you  exprefs  it  as 
your  general  opinion— That  the  interefl  of  the 
community  muft  be  materially  promoted  by  the 
eflablifhment  of  adequate  provifions  for  improv- 
ing and  diffufing  the  knowledge  and  pradice  of 
phyfic,  furgery,  and  pharmacy  in  this  kingdom  : 

I hat  men  who  are  qualified  to  improve  and 
employed  to  diftufe  the  knowledge  and  pradice 

of 


[-  94  ] 

of  the  feveral  branches  of  the  healing  art  dcferve 
well  of  the  community,  and  ought  to  be  rewarded 
in  proportion  to  the  importance  and  labour  of 
their  exertions That  where  the  number  of  ftu- 
dents  who  contribute  to  the  emolument  of  pro- 
feffors  is  fmall,  liberal  falaries  ought  to  be  an- 
nexed to  profelforlhips,  in  order  to  fecure  the 
zealous  aid  of  men  of  talents,  learning,  an  ex- 
perience-.—And  that  the  improvement  and  diflu. 

fion  of  the  knowledge  and  praftice  o.  t e evara 
branches  of  the  healing  art  in  this  kingdom  mdn- 
nenfably  require,  in  addition  to  the  aids  of  in- 
Laion  already  provided,  the  eftablilhment  of  a 
fcientffic  botanical  garden,  of  a cabinet  of  natural 
hiltory,  and  of  clinical  wards  for  the  accommo- 
dation  of  patients,  on  whofe  cafes  medic,  a 
furgical  clinical  lectures  may  be  given,  m one  con- 
venient  hofpital  in  this  city.  I am, 

gentlemen, 

WITH  PROFOUND  RESPECT 


AN 


D CORDIAL  ATTACHMENT, 


YOUR  OBEDIENT  SERVANT, 


Dublin, 
June  30,  1795- 


STEPHEN  DICKSON. 


SENTENCE  OF  THE  COURT 

Of  the  King  and  Queen’s  College  of  Phyficians  in  Ireland , 

HILD  AUGUST  SOTH  AND  33ND,  1795, 


ON  THE  TRIAL  OF 


Dr.  EDMUND  CULLEN,  and  Dr.  STEPHEN  DICKSON, 

F or  Charges  of  Mtfcrndu8  in  the  government  of  the  Hofpital  for 
holding  Clinical  Lefiures,  preferred  againjl  them  by  the 
Provoft  and  Senior  Fellows  of  Trinity  College, 
upon  the  Information  of  Dr.  James  Cleghorn 
and  Dr.  Robert  Perceval. 


JL  HE  Vice  President  having  produced  to  the  College  a 
letter  from  the  regifter  of  Trinity  college,  Hating  that  a com- 
plaint had  been  laid  before  the  provoft  and  fenior  fellows  by 
Dr.  Perceval  and  Dr.  Cleghorn,  againft  two  of  the  King’s 
Profeflbrs,  who  gave  clinical  lectures  laft  winter,  relative  to 
their  conduft  in  the  government  of  the  hofpital  for  holding 
faid  leftures,  and  that  the  provoft  and  fenior  fellows  having 
confidered  an  anfwer  to  faid  complaint,  were  diftatisfied  with 
the  conduft  of  faid  profeflbrs,  and  had  referred  the  contro- 
verfy  to  the  college  of  phyficians,  together  with  fuch  docu- 
ments as  they  had  received  on  the  fubjeft ; and  the  college 
having  attentively  examined  thefe  documents,  and  having  re- 
f6rted  to  all  fuch  evidence  as  they  conceived  moft  likely  to 
aflift  them  in  deciding  on  this  controverfy,  do  now,  after  the 
moft  folemn  inveftigation,  and  the  moft  mature  deliberation. 


RESOLVE, 


RESOLVE, 

That  the  fird  charge  contained  in  faid  complaint  or  me- 
morial,  “ That  the  king’s  profeflors,  contrary  to  an  order 

“ of  the  college  of  phyficians,  and  to  the  manifed  injury  of 
“ the  fchool  of  phyfic,  did  at  no  time  lad  winter  fupport 
“ thirty  patients  as  fubje&s  of  clinical  le&ures,” — cannot 
have  the  flighteft  degree  of  criminal  relation  to  the  conduft  of 
faid  king’s  profefTors,  as  it  has  appeared  by  the  mod  incontef- 
table  evidence  that  they  did  not,  during  their  attendance, 
refufe  admiffion  to  any  patient  capable  of  being  made  the  fub- 
jeft  of  clinical  le&ures.  And  further,  the  college  wilh  now  to 
ftate  explicitly,  that  they  could  not  mean  by  any  refolution  of 
theirs  to  recommend  to  the  clinical  phyfician  to  attend  thirty 
patients  within  one  hour,  the  time  exprefsly  referved  for  that 
purpofe  by  the  faculty  of  phyfic.  They  are  of  opinion,  that  a 
great  latitude  ought  to  be  allowed  to  the  clinical  phyfician, 
both  as  to  the  nature  of  the  difeafes,  and  the  number  of  pa- 
tients, that  he  may  deem  it  prudent  to  make  the  fubjefts  of 
his  clinical  pra&ice. 

That  the  fecond  charge  contained  in  faid  complaint  or  me- 

jnQrJalj “ That  the  king’s  profefTors  have  fuffered  the 

“ hofpital  to  decay  by  admitting  no  patients  fince  the  firft  of 

“ May  lad,  by  which  the  plan  adopted  by  the  college  of 

“ phyficians,  and  approved  of  by  the  late  provod  is  defeated, 
« and  good  faith  is  broken  with  the  dudents  of  medicine  to 

“ whom  tickets  of  admiffion  to  the  hofpital  were  delivered 

“ for  one  year,  from  the  fird  of  November  lad,” — does  not 
appear  fufficient  to  affix  any  criminality  to  the  pondud  of  the 
king’s  profefTors  : They  were  not  authorifed  to  admit  any  pa- 
tients into  the  hofpital  to  be  fupported  out  of  the  funds  of 
Sir  Patrick  Dun  during  the  fummer ; and  it  appears  by  the 
report  of  r.  committee  of  the  board  of  governors  of  Sir 
Patrick  Dun’s  hofpital  appointed  the  fird  of  May,  1795.  that 
there  were  no  funds  arifing  from  public  fubferiptiqn  for  the 
maintainance  of  patients  : And  as  to  the  latter  part  of  this 
charge,  the  college  are  clearly  of  opinion  that  it  is  unfounded, 
as  fuffic‘.  -it  and  credible  tedimony  has  been  adduced  to  prove 


that  the  fludents  of  medicine  did  not  conceive  good  faith  to 
have  been  broken  with  them,  and  that  they  confidered  thofe 
tickets  delivered  to  them,  and  figned  by  the  clinical  phyfician 
alone,  as  certificates  of  admifiion  to  the  clinical  wards  and  to 
the  clinical  ledlures  during  the  medical  feffion  only. 

That  the  third  and  lalt  charge  urged  in  this  complaint  or 

memorial, “ That  it  had  been  agreed  on  that  in  order  to 

“ forward  the  fcheme  of  a permanent  hofpital,  three  guineas 
“ in  addition  to  the  fee  for  clinical  leftures  fhould  be  demand- 
“ ed  from  each  fludent  attending  the  hofpitah  to  be  applied 
“ to  'the  fummer  maintainance  of  patients;  blit  the  king’s 
“ profeffors  who  attended  the  hofpital  laft  winter  omitted  to 
“ demand  any  fee  for  the  general  fund,  to  the  manifell  injury 
“ of  the  inflitution,” — appears  to  them  equally  unfounded  with 
the  other  charges , as  the  college  never  gave  any  direftions  on 
that  head  except  for  one  year  ; and  they  are  ftill  farther  con- 
firmed in  the  propriety  of  adhering  to  their  original  idea  of 
dire&ing  the  king’s  profeffors  to  demand  only  three  guineas 
from  the  clinical  pupil,  as  it  has  appeared  that  the  demand  of 
fix  guineas,  the  fum  which  the  provoft  and  fenior  fellows  have 
dire&ed  the  univerfity  profeffors  to  require,  has  excited  much 
difcontent  among  the  fludents,  and  occafioned  a confiderablc 
diminution  of  their  number. 

And  finally  it  is  refolved,  that  it  appears  to  this  college 
that  the  king’s  profeffors  who  attended  the  clinical  hofpital 
lafl  winter,  difcharged  the  feveral  duties  which  they  owed  to 
the  clinical  patients  and  to  the  attending  pupils  jvith  credit 
TO  THEMSELVES,  and  with  advantage  to  the  general  in- 
terests OF  THE  SCHOOL  OF  PHYSIC. 

JOHN  W«.  BOYTON, 

Vice  Prefident  of  tlx  College  of  Phyficians. 
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